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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

WepNEspAY, January 6, 1916.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

We bless Thee, our Father in heaven, for the valor and
wisdom of our fathers, which gave to us civil, political, and re-
ligious liberty in a government of the people, by the people,
for the people, that the peoples of the Western Hemisphere
have followed their illustrious example. We thank Thee for
the Pan American Scientifie Congress, now convened in our
Nuational Capital. May its light go out to all the world and
illumine the minds of the people and stimulate them to seek
the hidden truths which lie around us. “ What we know is
nothing; what we don't know is immense.” And we most
fervently pray that the eoming together of these representative
men may strengthen and solidify the great Republics which
they represent in the bonds of fraternity and brotherly love,
“Each for all and all for each,” under the spiritual leadership
of the world’s great Exemplar. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE—H. R. 6230.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move that the
Committee on Pensions be discharged from further considera-
tion of the bill (H. R. 6236) granting an increase of pension to
Buford P. Moss, and that the same be referred to the Commit-
tee on Invalid Pensions.

The SPEAKER. Is that a private bill?

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. It is.

The SPEAKER. All the gentleman has to do is to change the
reference and put it in the box. This is Calendar Wednesday,
and the Clerk will eall the committees.

Mr. MANN. But, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Wash-
ington [Mr. HuMpHREY] was to have an hour this morning.

The SPEAKER. Yes. Under a special order made yester-
day the gentleman from Washington is recognized for one
hour, to speak on the state of the Union.

OUR BATTLE-FIELD PROSPERITY.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I desire at
this time to give notice to those who have the business of the
House in charge that I shall probably not occupy the entire
hour. Yesterday the distinguished gentleman from Illineis
[Mr. Maxx] in announcing my subject gave me rather a broad
one. As a matter of fact, I intend to talk to-day for a little
while upon the present prosperity that this country is enjoying,
and in order that I may get through and not seem to be dis-
courteous I make the request now that I be not interrupted
until I have finished what I have prepared.

Ivery time a new gun is sold to the warring nations of
Turope, or a new shell is manufactured for them, or they give
another order for an additional ton of powder, the Secretary of
Commerce, the official, suave, prosperity * thimblerigger” of
the administration, issues a cheerful official bulletin that pros-
perity at last is coming. [Laughter on the Republican side.]
He has issued these promising bulletins with feverish frequeney
ever since the Underwood law went upon the statute books.
Almost daily he seeks to dispel the * psychological " gloom by
declaring that business is looking up. It may be so, for business
has been flat on its back, gazing at the stars, ever since this
administration went into power, wondering if it will ever be
able to stand erect again, [Applause on the Republican side,]

If business is improving it must have been bad. If it is look-
ing up now it must have been looking down.

PROSPERITY, SPASMODIC AND TEMPORARY.

What are the true conditions to-day? Does prosperity pre-
vail? When 1 was on the Pacific coast I was told that things
were very prosperous in the East and Middle West. When I
was in the Middle West I was told that business was very pros-
perous on the two coasts. When I reached the Atlauntic I was
told that business was very prosperous in the Middle West and
on the Pacific. The fact about it is that the country to-day is
blessed only with a local, spotted, temporary, spasmodic pros-
erity.

. The Democratic Party is in ecstasies over it, poor as it is,
transient as it is, coined from the greatest of calamities as it is,
for it is the only prosperity that this Nation ever saw under a
Democratic administration. Perhaps the Democrats are not to
blame for eclaiming it, for they never had an opportunity to
claim any kind of prosperity before. Our present condition,
coming from an unexpected and tragic source, at a time when
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the Democratic Party, in. despair and gloom, was facing over-
whelming defeat, has been a piece of political good fortune that
has upset the Democratic mental equilibrium. That party
to-day is completely befuddled. They think that the people can
be deceived as to the facts. The Democratic Party to-day
reminds me of an incident of Klondike days.

A day laborer went to that region of promise and disappoint-
ment. He worked with a shovel. In the meantime he staked a
claim that was considered worthless. Like the Democratic
Party, the sweet smile of accidental fortune came upon him. His
claim yielded half a million dollars in gold. He secured this
sum and, unannounced to friends or family, brought it to
Seattle. He found his wife working at the washboard to sup-
port herself and three grown daughters. He determined that
life’s luxuries should no longer be denied them. He bought
new dresses of latest fashion for mother and the girls and a
white parasol for each, and thus arrayed, although it was mid-
winter, he ordered a cab, and the family enjoyed a drive about
the city—an indulgence which they had never before enjoyed or
dreamed of. As they drove about the city the old gentleman
sat on the driver's seat and pompously smoked two cigars at
the same time. This was the first step of the delusion brought
by his good fortune. Soon he became convinced that he had
secured his fortune solely because of his great mental eapuvity
and ability, and he was offended that his financial genius was
not generally recognized.

The Democratic Party is passing through the first stage into
the second. It is now confident that this temporary prosperity
of misfortune is due solely to its wonderful achievements. The
rest of the world knows it is entirely due to accident.

The war in Europe has compelled our competitors to become
our best customers. It has cempelled them to buy from us. It
has compelled them to stop selling to us. The price of their
existence has compelled them to do this. Our trade has in-
creased but little with any nation not at war. It has decrensed
with most of them. Our export trade has increased enormously,
but all that increase is measured exactly by the increased sules
caused by the war.

We are selling to-day products to Hurope made necessary on
account of the war to the amount of $300,000,000 a month—
$3,600,000,000 a year. Every forty days an amount sufficient
to construct the Panama Canal. No such financial fortune ever
before came to any nation of earth. It is brought by the acei-
dent and horrors of war. This is the basis—and the only basis—
for all our prosperity, such as it is to-day. And this prosperity
to-day exists, not because of the action of the Democratie
administration but in spite of all its blundering and stupidity.

For the first time in the world’s history we have heard the
argument advanced that for us to be at peace and sell to our
competitors vastly more than we ever sold them before. at
higher prices than ever before, is a great industrial calumity
to this country that only the genius of a Democratic adminis-
tration could overcome.

Before this war in Europe broke out we had experienced nine
months of the present free-trade tariff law and during that time
there was a greater falling off of revenues, there were more
business failures, more mills and factories closed, more men
were thrown out of employment, more beggars and paupers were
made, more idleness and want brought upon us, more demands
were made upon charity to care for the cold and hungry than
during any other nine months in our Nation’s history, not ex-
cepting the days of starvation and rags under Grover Cleve-
land. [Applause on the Republican side.] The war in Europe
has been a calamity to the race beyond human conception, but
it has been the industrial salvation of this country. Our pros-
perity is entirely created by that indesecribable tragedy. But
for the war this Nation would to-day be suffering industrially
beyond imagination and deseription. We would be in the midst
of panic and poverty that would make the days of ’93 to 97
look like greatest prosperity by comparison.

CERTAIN INDUSTRIATL INVASION.

When the millions of men now in the armies of Europe turn
from pursuits of war to the pursuits of peace, when they leave
the battle fields and return to the workshop and the mill and
the mine and the farm, what, then, will be the effect upon our
industrial condition?

‘When these millionsg, burdened with debt and struggling with
poverty, when they cease to buy from us munitions of war, when
they cease to buy from us the things that they eat and wear,
when they begin to produce and produce more cheaply than ever
before, when this mighty host becomes competitors instead of
customers, then we will witness an industrial invasion of this
country that will surpass all former industrial wars as the
present war in Europe surpasses all others of history.
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To meet this contest we are utterly helpless. For this con-
test we are making no preparation whatever. Against this in-
vasion we have torn down every defense, destroyed every
weapon and disarmed and discouraged every soldier.

We should prepare for war. We should be ready always to
repel any invader. Upon this question all agree. The only
reason that there is any difference of opinion in this country
to-day upon the question of “ preparedness ™ is because there is
a difference of opinion as to the danger of invasion. But if we
knew that we would be invaded, that about it there could be no
question of doubt, then certainly no American but what would
be in favor of most complete preparedness without a single day
of delay. As certain as civilization endures, just that cerfain
will we suffer an industrial invasion as soon as the struggle
in Europe ends. Upon this question there can be no difference
of opinion. What will be done in that day when our land is
flooded with the products of cheap labor, when our mills and
factories must close, and our land again becomes fllled with the
idle, hungry unemployed? If our present administration con-
tinues to conduct the affairs of the Government the suffering and
poor in that day will again be fed with classic phrases upon
“ psychological " prosperity, they will be clothed with scholarly
essays upon the beauties of free trade and the glories of new
freedom and warmed with smug and smirking advice upon
efficiency. =

If our present tariff law remains upon our statute books a
period of depression will begin in this country within 24 hours
after peace is declared, and within 12 months after that time
we will be in a period of panic and poverty never before equaled
in our national experience. Then will the people of this
country realize, what they now know, that our prosperity to-day
is due to the war in Europe. To take no step to avert this
certain disaster is treason against the American people.

If the party in power does not know this, then the price of
their stupidity will be well-merited political oblivion. [Applause
on the Republican side.]

Let us examine in detail this prosperity so exultingly pro-
claimed by the Democratic Party. Upon what foundation does
it rest? What is its inspiration and its cause? Let us look upon
the peaceful picture of prosperity this side of the ocean and then
turn to the bloody picture upon the other and see if there is
any relation between the two.

PROSPERITY OF THE FARMER.,

They point to the prosperity of the farmer. True, we have
the largest wheat crop in our history, and we have sold more to
Europe than ever before. Our sale of wheat to Europe during
the first year of the war compared with the first year of the
present tariff law in time of peace increased from $103,595,000
worth to $316,262,000 worth, a gain of 205 per cent. Our wheat
is used to feed the armies of Europe. But what was wheat
worth in this country at the beginning of the war? To show the
effect that the war has had upon our prosperity, let us take for
comparison the year from September, 1913, to September, 1914,
the year of peace and the first year of the Underwood law, and
compare it with September, 1914, to September, 1915, the year
of war and the second year of the Underwood law.

During the year of peace we sold in breadstuffs to Europe
$181,484,000 worth. In the year of war we sold $567,607,000, a
gain of 213 per cent.

In the year of peace we sold to Europe horses to the value
of $3,177,000. In the year of war we sold them horses to the
value of $82,276,000, a gain of 2,490 per cent.

In the year of peace we sold to Europe mules to the value
of $622,000. In the year of war we sold them mules to the value
of $18,041,000, a gain of 2,795 per cent.

During the year of peace we sold to Europe hay to the value
of $790,000. During the year of war we sold to Europe hay to
the value of $2,263,000, a gain of 233 per cent.

During the year of peace we so0ld to Europe meats and dairy
products to the value of $138,736,000. During the year of war
we sold them meats and dairy products to the value of §243,-
008,000, a gain of 75 per cent.

During the year of peace we sold to Europe sugar to the value
of $4,341,000. During the year of war we sold to Europe sugar
to the value of $36,816,000, a gain of 748 per cent.

Why should not the farmer of this country be prosperous
when he is feeding the greatest armies that this world has ever
seen? Does the Democratic Party think that there is a farmer
in all Ameriea that can be deceived as to the reason of their
present prosperity or that has forgotten the conditions that
prevailed in this country the year before the war and the first
year of the Underwood law upon our statute books?

MINES.

But we are told that the mines of this country are enjoying

great prosperity also. It is true that we are selling vast quanti-

ties of the products of our mines to Europe. They are needed
for war purposes.

Taking the same dates heretofore used—that is, from Sep-
tember, 1913, to September, 1914, the year of peace, and Sep-
tember, 1914, to September, 1915, the year of war—and official
statistics tell a convinecing story.

During the year of peace we sold to Europe $12,870,000 worth
of goods manufactured from aluminum, brass, lead, and zinc.
In the year of war we sold of the same products to Europe of
the value of $066,730,000, a gain of 419 per cent. Zinc is neces-
sary in the manufacture of shells. In this one item alone our
sales increased from $785,000 in the year of peace to $26,323,000
in the year of war, a gain of 3,253 per cent. Is it necessary to
stop to explain the reason for the prosperity of our mines?

MANXUFACTURES.

They tell us, too, that our woolen mills are running, while
many of them were closed down the first year of this Demo-
cratic tariff law. Is there an explanation?

In the year of peace we sold to Europe woolen goods to the
value of $4,753,000. In the year of war we sold to Europe
woolen goods to the value of $32,057,000, a gain of 574 per cent.
Is any further demonstration needed as to the cause of the
present condition of the woolen mills?

The leather industry, they inform us, is no longer depressed
as 1t was before the war. Let statistics give the answer.

In the year of peace we sold to Europe men's shoes to the
value of $9,603,000. In the year of war we sold to Europe men's
shoes to the value of $22,669,000, a gain of 267 per cent.

In the year of peace we sold to Europe goods manufactured
from leather to the value of $43,390,000. In the year of war we
sold to Europe goods manufactured from leather to the value of
$90,804,000, a gain of 109 per cent.

In the year of peace we sold to Europe harness and saddlery
to the value of $793,000. In the year of war we sold to Europe
harness and saddlery to the value of $18,434,000, a gain of 2,223
per cent.

Is there anything mysterious about the increased activity in
the leather industry?

In the steel industry there has been great activity also. Steel
is the one thing that enters more directly into the manufacture
of munitions of war than perhaps any other., Look at the figures
in regard to this industry.

In the year of peace we sold to Europe steel bars and billets
to the value of $7,590,000. In the year of war we sold to Europe
of the same products to the value of $21,743,000, a gain of 186
per cent,

In the year of peace we sold to Europe barbed and other wire
to the value of $7,472,000. In the year of war we sold to Europe
barbed and other wire to the value of $18,882,000, n gain of
153 per cent.

In the year of peace we sold to Europe firearms to the value
of $3,171,000. In the year of war we sold to Europe firearms
to the value of $11,591,000, a gain of 265 per cent.

In the year of peace we sold to Europe explosives to the value
of $6,244,000. In the year of war we sold to Europe explosives
to the value of $71,806,000, a gain of 1,050 per cent.

In the year of peace we sold to Europe medieal appliances to
the value of $1,571,000. In the year of war we sold to Europe med-
ical appliances to the value of $5,218,000, a gain of 231 per cent.

In the year of peace we sold to Europe machine tools to the
value of $12536,000. In the year of war we sold to Europe
machine tools to the value of $34,550,000, a gain of 175 per cent.

What of our automobile industry? The first year of the Un-
derwood law drove many automobile establishments into bank-
ruptey. To-day they are running again. Let the figures answer
why.

During the year of peace we sold to Europe automobiles and
automobile tires to the value of $34,000,000. During the year
of war we sold to Europe automobiles and automobile tires to
the value of $92,000,000, a gain of 170 per cent.

During the year from September, 1913, to September, 1914,
the year of peace under the present free-trade law, there were
more idle ears rusting on the sidetracks of this country than
ever before. But now these cars are moving again. They are
carrying provisions down to the sea to be sent to the nations at
war. Eliminate this business and the conditions of our railroads
would be as bad as they were in the early part of 1914,

Our shipyards are busier than they have been for many years.
But what are they doing? Building ships to carry supplies to
the armies of Europe. Germany's great fleet of vessels is in-
terned in the various ports of the world. Many vessels have
been destroyed during the war. Never was there such a de-
mand for shipping, but this is entirely due to the result of the
contest in Earope.
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THE CAUSE OF PROSPERITX.

Every industry in this Nation to-day that is enjoying even
a normal degree of prosperity derives that prosperity from the
awful tragedy that is now devastating the world. And official
figures will demonstrate in every instance that this is true.

Our trade with Europe during the year from September, 1914,
to September, 1915—the year of war—as compared with the
year immediately preceding—the year of peace—increased in
“yar orders” alone over $1,010,000,000.

The wayfaring man, though a fool, can look upon these figures
and there will read the story of our present prosperity.

Every prosperous mill and mine, field, and factory, and work-
shop in this Nation to-day is directly connected by the sordid
threads of gain with the blood-red battle flelds of Hurope.
Cut these connections and our prosperity would wither as does
the blossoming harvest before the hot winds of the desert.
When the last echo of the last cannon shot dies in Europe then
dies our present prosperity.

PROSPERITY OF WAR.

YWhere do the products of our present prosperity go to-day?
Where are they used?

Go to Europe, visit the front, where is being waged the most
costly and bloody struggle in all human history, and you will
know. You ride out in an American automobile to the trenches
dug with American tools, lined with American lumber, pro-
tected by American barbed wire, manned with American guns,
filled with American ammunition, defended by men equipped,
clothed, and fed with American products. American aeroplanes
are scouting overhead, the cavalry dashes to the front on Amer-
lmla]}: horses, the light artillery is brought forward on American
mules.

Wait until the lull of battle comes. Wait until the white
flag « 7 truce is flying, and then leave the trenches and walk forth
upon that awful field of slaughter. Examine the dying, white-
faced soldier as he is carried from the field of death. His cap is
made from American material. His uniform from cloth made
in America. His shoes are made in America. Remove them—
his socks are made in America. His underclothes are made in
Awmerica. His cartridge belt is made in America, filled with
cartridges made in America. His knapsack is made in America.
It is filled with provisions produced in America. From his dylng
grasp falls his gun made in America. His medicine case and
contents are from America. Unwrap the bloodstained bandage
of first aid; it is made in America. He is taken to the hospital
in an American ambulance. There the angels of pity—the Red
Cross nurses from America—soothe the agony of his dying hour.
He tnkes American medicine, He is operated upon with Ameri-
ean surgieal instruments, The anesthetic of mercy is from
America. He is carried to his last resting place upon an Ameri-
can stretcher, placed in a trench dug with an American pick, and
the mound above his uncoffined form is heaped and rounded
with an American shovel.

These are the surroundings and here is the hell where our
present prosperity is coined.

Whatever we may think of the justification or the righteous-
ness of our actions in selling to the warring nations, certainly
there is no sane mind on all God’s footstool but what regrets the
conditions that eauses us to do it.

I have no intention of eriticizing those who sell to the warring
hosts in Burope. That is not the gquestion I am now eonsidering.
Those who sell them food and clothing may believe that they are
performing not only a lawful act but one of humanity and
mercy. Those who sell them guns and ammunition may believe
that they are performing the greatest and noblest duty in plae-
ing means of defense in the hands of those whom they believe
to be fighting for life, for liberty, for home, for all that is
dearest and most sacred in human existence. Others may think
that such acts are in the highest degree to be condemned, and
believe that financial gain is the only motive. I am not passing
judgment upon these acts. But to boast of gains secured from
such conditions is abhorent to all right-thinking human beings.

We might admire and applaud the physician that worked night
and day for humanity in time of some great epidemie, even if
he-made money in so doing, but we would hate and despise him
if he were to boast of the prosperity that he had coined from
this human misery, and would consider him a sordid monster
if he rejoiced at the calamity that brought him the opportunity.
Whatever the justification of our acts for selling now at the
rate of $£50,000,000 per week to the belligerents, we would
have no admiration for anyone that would boast of the pros-
perity coming to us from such sales. We would look upon
anyone who would be proud of such prosperity with something
of the same feeling of horror as we would look upon the ghoul
that would boast of the wealth that he had secured in the dark-

ness of the night by crawling his way over the fleld of death
after the battle and robbing the dead and dying. We would
have something of the same feeling of horror and disgust for
anyone that would boast of this prosperity that we would have
for the repulsive wretch that boasted of his wealth that con-
sisted of the gold that he had extracted from the teeth of the
grinning skeletons left as the grim relics of this awful destruc-
tion of human life.

Who will boast of the prosperity here that is measured by
the blood and tears shed across the sea? OQur prosperity is
measured by the toll of human life taken from the armies of
Europe, We want the prosperity of peace and not the prosperity
of war., We want the prosperity that tells of happiness and
content and joy, and not the prosperity of grief ard anguish and
despair. Our present prosperity is the prosperity of misery
and misfortune. It is the prosperity of murder and passion.
Our present prosperity is human life measured in money. Our
present prosperity is coined from human hate, stained with
human blood, mildewed with human tears, filled with human
agony and despair, blackened with shattered hopes and ruined
lives and marked and marred with tragic human death. I hope
the terrible truth may be burned into the brain of the American
people until no man will dare to boast of this battle-field pros-
perity. If the Democratic Party wishes to claim the credit for
our present blood-soaked prosperity, then certainly there are
none that desire to share that honor with it. [Applauc2 on the
Republican side.]

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr. Farrey, by unanimous consent, at the request of Mr,
Coxry, was granted leave of absence indefinitely, on account
of illness.

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.

Mr. Scorr, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to with~
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the
papers in the case of Henry Wachter, Sixty-third Congress, no
adverse report having been made thereon.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. KeaTing, the
Committee on the Judiciary was discharged from further con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 651) prescribing certain duties for
carriers subject to the act to regulate commerce, and for other
purposes, and the same was referred to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce,

CALL OF COMMITTEES.

The SPEAKER. This is Calendar Wednesday, and the Clerk
will ecall the committees.

The Clerk proceeded to call the list of committees.

WATER-POWER DEVELOPMENT ON PUBLIC LANDS.

Mr. FERRIS (when the Committee on the Public Lands was
called)., Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 408, known as
the water-power bill. It is on the Union Calendar.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it.

The Clerk read the bill by title, as follows:

A bill (H. R. 408) to provide for the development of water power
and the use of public la in relation thereto, and for other purposes.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr, Tpeaker, I ask unanimous consent to con-
sider this bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Ferris]
asks unanimous consent that this bill be considered in the
House as in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union. Is there objection?

Mr., MANN. T think, Mr. Speaker, this bill is too important
to be considered without an opportunity to talk more than five
minutes on it.

Mr. FERRIS. And, pending that, I was going to try to see if
we could agree upon the division of the time. Is that satisfac-
tory to the gentleman?

Mr. MANN. There is no adequate amount of time allowed
pending debate in Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tllinois [Mr. Mansn]
objects, and the House automatically resolves itself into Com-

mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, with the
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hagrrsox] in the chair.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 408) to provide for the development of water
power and the use of public lands in relation thereto, and for
other purposes, with Mr. HArrisox in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of
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the bill (H. R. 408) to provide for the development of water
power and the use -of public lands in relation thereto, and for
other purposes. The Clerk will read the bill.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with and in 1ien thereof
the bill be printed in the Rzconp.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks
unanimous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed
with and that in lien thereof it be printed in the Recorp. Is
there objection?

Mr. CANNON. I object.

The Clerk read the bill at length.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, there are certain salient provi-
sions that I think every adeguate water-power bill should con-
tain. I shall try to enumerate them:

First. No legislation, Executive order, or departmental ruling
should permit the patenting or the title in fee to pass out of the
Federal Government under any conditions. The fee title should
be reserved in perpetunity to the United States.

Second. The dam sites should be leased for a period of time
not longer than 50 years, withont any entangling alliances or
phrases difficult to understand, on which the courts might quib-
ble or debate as to the relative rights of the Federal Govern-
ment and the lessee after the term has expired.

Third. The recapture provision should provide that all non-
perishable property, such as land, water rights, dam sites, good
will, and so forth, should go back to the Federal Government at
actual cost, and that all perishable property in connection with
the plant shounld come back fo the Federal Government at the
end of the lease at its fair value, In both cases the interest of
the public is conserved and made certain.

Tourth. Strong, clear, well-understood provisions should be
inserted in the lease contract for the revoeation of the permit
for a vielation of the conditions thereof.

Fifth. Provisions should be inserted in the lease requiring
diligence and prompt construction of the plant so that the prop-
erty may not be held for speculative purposes.

Sixth. A royalty or rental for the use of lam sites and the
property of the Federal Government should be required in all
cases except for municipalities who furnish current to con-
sumers without profit.

Seventh. The Federal Government should at all times main-
tain its paramountey and full econtrol.

Eighth. Annual reports should be exacted from the power
companies, so that the public might at all times know of their
acts and doings.

Ninth. The Federal Government should reserve to itself full
power to fix rates for service, capitalization, bond issues, and
so forth, in interstate projects and where there is no public
utilities commission for this purpose in intrastate projects.

Tenth. Each lease, permit, or consent of Congress should con-
tain a provision that upon proof that any such permittees,
lessees, or grantees have conspired to prevent the development
of water power or to limit the output of already constructed
plants the lease should be revocable in a court of competent
Jjurisdiction.

Alr. Chairman, section 1 of the pending bill authorizes the
Secretary of the Interior to lease the reserved and unreserved
Government lands of the United States, national parks excepted,
for a term of not exceeding 50 years for the purpose of water-
power development.

(a) The provision on page 2, from line 9 to 15, inclusive, re-
quires the chief officer of the department who has jurisdiction
over any of the reserve lands who finds that such lease for
water-power and hydroelectric development will not injure or
destroy or be inconsistent with the purposes for which the
reservation was created. This is thought to be necessary to
avoid conflict.

{b) The second provision of section 1, occurring on page 2
and within lines 16 to 20, inclusive, authorizes the Secretary of
ihe Interier to grant preference to applications for lease by
States, ecounties, and municipalities when the applications are
made for municipal uses and purposes. This is thought to be
justice, for where a State, county, or municipality elects to
develop hydroelectric power for their own use it is thought to
be the highest use and in the interest of the public that they do
not have to compete with some selfish corporation which might
be able to marshal securities and become a more apt bidder
therefor.

(¢) The further provision in section 11, page 2, beginning in
line 20 and including the remainder of the section, authorizes
the § Secretary of the Interior to issue temporary permits which
authorize the occupation of the land for water-power develop-
ment for a period not exceeding one year to enable the applicant

fo secure necessary engineering data, determine the feasibility
of the project, and to finance the same ; further, authorizing the
extension of the one-year period when, in the discretion of the
Secretary, unusual weather conditions or other conditions be-
yond the control of the applicant occur and make the same ad-
visable. The advisability of this is apparent, due to the fact
that much of this development has to be carried on on borrowed
money. It requires time and engineering investigation to de-
velop whether or not a project is feasible, whether or not the
product can be disposed of, whether or not the money can be
secured to develop it, whether or not water rights are in con-
flict, and, if so, time is required to purchase them. It is thought
that such a provision and such authority vested in the Secre-
tary is in the public interest and will bring about development
of water-power resources; will not unduly tie up the property
and cold storage it, so to speak, but will allow honest investors
an opportunity to take the necessary preliminary steps looking
to a final development of the property.

BECTION 2.

Section 2 provides that the lease shall contain a provision for
the diligent, orderly, and reasonable development and continu-
ous operation, subject to market conditions. Section 2 also
enables the Secretary of the Interior, when he thinks it advis-
able, to put a provision in the lease denying to the operator or
lessee the right to contract for the disposition of more than 50
per cent of the total output to any one consumer.” It is thought
to be of the highest importance that the lease, which is the
original contract between the Government and the applicant,
should bear all these provisions, which are almost sure to be-
come more and more important during the life of the lease. It
will also be observed that section 2 provides that the Secretary
of the Interior may limit the amount of electrical energy that
may be sold to any one person. It is thought wise to give him
this power, but it was not thought the part of wisdom to make
it mandatory. In some instances such a provision would be
very helpful to ward off and break down monopoly where it
exists, but where no monopoly exists it might be oppress[ve and
unnecessary.

SECTION 3.

Section 3 provides that where hydroeleciric power is gener-
ated in two or more States, the regulation and control of service
and of charges for service to consumers and of the issuance of
stock and bonds by the lessee is conferred upon the Secretary
of the Interior or committed to such body as may be provided
for by Federal statute. This is thought extremely advisable;
otherwise, where electricity is generated in more than one State
and State control is ineffective and inoperative, then and in that
event it is thought to be the part of wisdom to confer upon the
Secretary of the Interior power to regulate the same. It was
also thought important to have the legislation indicate that the
time might come when Congress in its wisdom might elect to
confer this power either upon the Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion or some other Federal water power commission that Con-
gress might create. Then, and in that event, the power of the
Secretary of the Interior would cease, and such power step in
and take control as Congress might provide.

The provision occurring on page 4, beginning at the end of
line 4, is an antimonopoly provision, which authorizes combina-
tions in the interest of efficient service, but expressly prohibits
combinations, agreements, arrangements, or understandings,
expressed or implied, to limit the output of electrical energy,
to restrain trade with foreign nations or between two or more
States or within any one State, or to fix, maintain, or increase
prices for electrical energy or service. It will be observed that
it is an extremely difficult task to properly regulate monopoly
in connection with water power, for numerous instances can be
cited when to allow combinations and union of effort and enter-
prise is found to be strictly in the interest of the public; but, of
course, the general rule is otherwise, and it was the thought of
the committee in dealing with this intricate guestion that the
widest Iatitude should be given to the Secretary of the Interior,
and that by experience and personal contact with the subject
he could handle the matter more intelligently without too many

fetters and restraints.
SECTION 4.

Section 4 provides that without the written consent of the
Secretary of the Interior the lessee or power development com-
pany shall not sell or deliver power te a distributing company
except in case of an emergency, and then only for a period not
exceeding 30 days. It further provides that the lease shall not
be assignable or transferable without the written consent of the
Secretary of the Interior.

The provision occurring on page 4, section 4, line 17, expressly
provides that the lessee shall be allowed to execute mortgages
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or trust deed on the property for the purpose of financing the
project. It expressly provides, however, that in the event of
such transfer, whether voluntary or involuntary, it shall be
subject to all the conditions of approval under which such
rights were held as contained in the prior lease and in the act.
This provision is thought to be imperative, due to the fact that
much, if not quite all, of the development of hydroelectric
energy must of necessity be done on borrowed capital, and it
was not the wish of the committee to pass an act that would
prevent financiers from financing the projects. It was the
earnest wish of the committee and the proponenis of this bill
that the bill be made workable; that the bill be made attractive
to capital, so that early and speedy development would oceur,
thereby reducing the cost of power to all who use it; and that
the results intended would flow from the highest use of the
natural resources bequeathed to us by nature.
SECTION 5.

Section 5 provides for the retaking of the property at the end
~ of the lease, and imdicates just how the property is to be
retaken. In a word, it provides that all nonperishable prop-
erty, which is sure to increase in value rather than decrease,
such as lands, water rights, rights of way, and good will, the
actual cost shall be paid therefor. The section further provides
that all other property, such as structures, machinery, and so
forth, that are apt to depreciate rather than increase in value,
it is thought to be in the interest of the public to provide that
the fair value shall be paid therefor, so that in refaking the
property the public will not be forced to pay more than the
property is actually worth. Your committee feels sure that
section 5 lays down the correct rule for a retaking of the
property.

The section contains a provision on page 5, line 21, which ex-
pressly provides that the reasonable value referred to shall not
include or be affected by the value of the franchise or good will
or profits to be earned on pending contracts or any other in-
tangible element. It was-the thought of the comumittee that
this was clearly in the interest of the public. It was thought
that it was but common justice that when we lease the property
of the Government for a term of years the lessee should not he
permitted to heap up the unearned increment, the good will, and
other intangible elements that naturally o along with a busi-
ness of this sort. It is the thought that the only thing that
distingnishes a lease from a graut in perpetuity is the ability
of the Federal Government to retuke if. Therefore, it is the
thought of your committee that this recaplure provision of this
bill or any other bill is of the highest Importance and one that
should be looked into carefully.

SECTION 6.

Section 6 lays down the three specific things that the Federal
Government ecan do at the expiration of any lease made under
this act. First, the Federal Government may retake it and
operate it itself ; second, it may renew the lease to the original
lessee npon such terms and conditions and for such term as may
be authorized under the then existing applicable laws; third,
the Secretary of the Interior, upon the expiration of the lease, may
lease the property of the original lessee to n new lessee upon
such new conditions, new terms, and for such new periods of
time as the applicable laws of that date authorize, providing
that the new lessee shall pay for the property according to the
rule laid down in section 5 of this act. It is the thought that sec-
tion 6 makes it sufficiently clear that at the expiration of the
term the Federal Government will have a free hand to do what
it desires to do with the property. It is thought that anything
short of this would be giving away more than the public or Con-
gress would intend to do. This section 6 merely magnifies the
necessity of an appropriate recapture provision; for example, if
the Federal Government elected to lease the property to a new
lessee, one of the first controversies that would arise would be,
Can I secure possession of the property, and what is the rate I
must pay for the property of the preceding lessee? If the
method of recapture was simple, easy, plain, and well under-
stood and on equitable grounds, so that the lessee would nof have
to pay for watered stock and inflated values, then and in that
event prospective lessees for the property would be numerous,
the rights would be valuable to the Government, and good re-
sults would flow in every direction.

But, on the other hand, if the method of recapture was
onerous, complex, and diffienlt of understanding the rights of
the Government wounld be of little or no value, applicants for
the property would be few and hesitating, and the disaster
that would come to the public by reason of such a provision
would be that the original lessee would continue to hold the
property and in all probability refuse to submit to new condi-
tions, and while the Congress would have intended to issue a

lease; would have in: fact and in reality issued a grant in per-

petuity, a thing that this Congress does not desire and a thing

that the American people will not in silence permit to be done.
SECTION T.

This section contemplates the arising of a condition which
would warrant the lessee in contracting for the supply of elec-
trical energy beyond the term of his lease. In that event the
section authorizes the Secretary of the Interior, if he deems it
for the public interest, to give his approval of the execution of
such contracts, and in the event such approval is given the
Government of the United States or the original lessee’s suc-
cessor is required to fulfill the term of the contract which
extends beyond the life of the original lease.. There will be a
difference of opinion about the advisability of this section.
It was the thought of your committee, however, that instances
might arise where it would be highly necessary and important
that the original lessee have more or less freedom in bidding
for contracts in order to meet competition, and in some cases
it might be necessary to go beyvond the life of the lease. It is
thought that the necessity for this is brought about by the fact
that much of the water power potentinlity is already in the
hands of private persons, who of course can contract for service
for terms indefinite in charvacter. To not give the Government
lessees under this act a fair opportunity to compete with the
already entrenched water-power companies might be a burden
and handicap on our Government lessees greater than we should
inflict and might serve as an aid to power companies already
entrenched, who would delight to longer be without competi-
tion and without additional development of electricity. I re-
peat, there will be a difference of opinion about this section,
but the more the committee thought about it and the more we
studied the situation the more we were convinced that to give
the Secretary this power was sure to result in good, and the
committee was unanimously of the opinion that it should be
done,

SBECTION 8,

Section 8 authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to enter
into contracts with the lessee and to specify in the lease such
charge of rentul for all power developed by the lessee for any
purpose, as may be deemed appropriate in each individual case.
The section further provides that the proceeds from such
hydroelectric development shall be paid into the reclamation
fund, and after it has been used by the fund for one term and
returned fo the reclamation fund, one-half of the moneys so
returned shall be furned over to the States to be appropriated
by the State legislature for the benefit of the publie schools
and other edueational institutions or for publi¢ improvement,
or for both, as the legislature may elect.

Under the reclamation act of 1902 all proceeds from the sale
of Government lands goes into the reclamation fund, and inas-
much as the development of the water power on nonnavigable
streas are on the public lands of the United States, it would
seemn proper that the returns should likewise go into the reclama-
tion fund. Under the terms of the reclamation act the moneys
s0 used for reclamation purposes in each instance become a lien
upon the land and are later returned to the fund for disposition
as Congress may provide. Hence, it is thought that until water
power reaches a higher state of development and until more of
the arid lands of the West have been irrigated it would seem
advisable to use the proceeds for the further irrigation and devel-
opment of the West and treat it as a fund derived from the sale
of public lands.

The provision commencing in line 19, page T, provides that
where water power is generafed by municipalities for munici-
pal purposes only that such leases shall be executed by the Sec-
retary of the Interior without rental or charge. It also pro-
vides that for development of not in execess of 25 horsepower
leases may be issued to individuals or associations for mining
or domestic uses without charge. It will be observed that this is
o relaxation of the act where States, counties, or municipalities
elect to construct, own, and operate their own light or power
plant. It will be observed that the use is restricted for munici-
pal purposes only and withount profit. :

It will further be observed that the small projects of less
than 25 horsepower are used by individual settlers for pumping
water and other domestic uses and that it was thought that it
was not advisable for the Government to try to collect revenue
therefrom. Many such minor plants are now in operation, and
it was the thought of your committee that they should not be
molested and that additional enterprises small in character
would be advisable and without objection.

BECTION 0.

Section 9 is thought to be a provision which will insure reg-

ulation of hydroelectric power development within a State
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where the State has refused or failed for any cause to provide
for a public utilities commission which would have power to
regulate rates, service, issuance of stock and bonds, and so
forth, and until such time as the State creates such a com-
mission the Secretary of the Interior would have power to
regulate it. This is thought to be no invasion of State rights
or no trampling upon the laws of the States, for if for any
réason the regulation of an intrastate project by the Secretary
of the Interior is offensive to them the matter could readily
be obviated by the enactment of a law providing for a public
utilities commission, and surely no one would advocate that
where the State did not regulate that the Federal Government
should likewise be precluded from regulation. v
SECTION 10.

Section 10 authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to allow
lands that have been heretofore reserved for water-power pur-
poses to be used for other and additional purposes, subject
always to the superior right of the Government or its assignees
to develop hydroelectric power thereon. It will be observed
that many water-power sites have been withdrawn over the
country under the Pickett Act of June 25, 1910. In some in-
stances large areas were withdrawn, portions of ‘which in all
probability will not be necessary. It was therefore thought the
part of wisdom to authorize the Secretary of the Interior fo
allow these lands to be used for other purposes, always reserv-
ing to the Federal Government the right of overflow and always
subordinate to the superior use of hydroeleciric development,
and for this reason the section was incorporated. The provi-
sion In section 10, in line 4, page 9, provides that where loca-
tions, entries, or selections are filed or have been allowed the
land shall proceed to patent, subject to a limitation to be in-
serted in the patent which shall preserve to the Federal Gov-
ernment all rights for power purposes.

SECTION 11.

Section 11 authorizes the Seeretary of the Interior to examine
books and accounts of lessees, and to require them to submit
statements, representations, or reports, including information
as to cost of water rights, lands, easements, and other property
acquired, production, use, distribution, and sale of energy, all
of which statements, representations, or reports so required
shall be upon oanth and upon such blanks as the Secretary of
the Interior may require. It provides further that any person
making any false statement, representation, or report under
oath shall be subject to punishment as for perjury. It was the
thought of your committee that as the Government was parting
with this property for a long term of years that it ought to re-
serve to itself the right to know just what its lessees were doing
with the property in each and every case, and it is thought
that section 11 as written in the bill will aceomplish that.

SECTION 12

The section provides that whenever the terms of the lease
are broken the lease may be canceled by a court of competent
Jurisdiction. There will be some difference of opinion as to
whether the Secretary ought to have this summary power as
distingnished from having it tried in a court, but the com-
mittee, after carefully considering it, was of the opinion that
the lessee would have to incur such a large expense it was most
too great a hazard to allow the lease to be canceled by the
Secretary of the Interior. Tt was thought more advisable to
have it adjudicated in a court of competent jurisdiction, and to
do otherwise, it was thought, would frighten away develop-
ment and be disastrous to the highest development of water

Wer,

e BECTION 13.

Section 18 authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to make
such rules and regulations as are necessary to carry out the pro-
visions of this act. This gives the Secretary full power to make
appropriate rules and regulations applicable to the ecircum-
stances in each project. It was thought that market conditions
and other conditions will make the several projects widely
differ, and it was thought best to give the Secretary of the In-
terior full power to make rules and regulations applicable to
each individual case. It is apparently impossible and inad-
visable to try to write into the statutes harsh general provi-
sions which wotld be necessary in some instances and wholly
inoperative and unworkable in others, The testimony of all
the experts before the commitfee was to the effect that the
greatest latitude should be given fo the Secretary, so he ean
properly proceed in the widely differing cases.

BECTIOXN 14.

Section 14 is a sectlon disclaiming any intention on the part
of the Federal Government to interfere with vested rights or the
State laws with reference to water rights or the appropriate

distribution of water used for irrigation or municipal purposes.
It is thought that water-power development ordinarily will not
in any way interfere with the rights of the States, but this dis-
claimer has put any doubts to rest that may have arisen in the
premises,

BECTION 15.

Section 15 repeals acts in conflict with the legislation under
consideration and excepts certain acts of Congress which it is
not desired to repeal.

The proviso on page 11, beginning with line 3, shall not be con-
strued as revoking or as affecting any permits or valid existing
rights of way heretofore given or granted pursuant to law, but
at the option of the permittee any permit heretofore given for
the development, generation, transmission, or utilization of
hydroelectric power may be surrendered and the permittee given
a lease for the same premises under the provisions of this act.

ESTIMATED POTENTIAL HORSEPOWER IN THE UNITED STATES.

The estimates for the developed and undeveloped potential
horsepower of the United States range from 20,000,000 to
200,000,000 horsepower. A more conservative estimate ranges
from 28,000,000 to 35,000,000 horsepower. Only 6,000,000 horse-
power have been developed and are now in use. Estimated
products for 1005 produced by hydroelectric power $17,000,-
000,000, or seven times the total receipts of the railroads of the
country.

LOCATION OF HYDROELECTRIC ENERGY BY GROUPS OF STATES.

North Atlantic group of States, 2,200,000 horsepower, or 7.9
per cent of the aggregate.

South Atlantic group of States,
per cent of the aggregate.

North Central group of States, 1,700,000 horsepower, or G per
cent of the aggregate.

South Central group of States, 1,500,000 horsepower, or 5.3
per cent of the aggregate.

Western group of States, 20,400,000 horsepower, or 72.6 per
cent of the aggregate.

A later and more complete compilation of figures has been
made up from estimates gathered by the Geological Survey in
1808 for the National Conservation Association, and later revised
and brought up to date by the Commissioner of Corporations
in his report on Water Power Developed in the United States,
1912. It is interesting to observe the amount of potential horse-
power by States and the percentage each bears to the whole. It
is interesting to observe that approximately 72 per cent of the
whole amount of potential water power in the United States is
in the western group of States, a large portion of which will
eome under the provisions of the bill now under discussion.

Feeling that the same will be of interest and of value, I insert
them in the Recorp at this point, so that more acearate knowl-
edge may be had as to the potential water power in the United
States, in plain figures, both with a minimum and a maximum
estimate :

Tapie No. 1.—Potential soater-potwer resources, minimum and mazimum

estimates ok;ke several States and percentage relation, by States and
by geograp. divisions.

2,300,000 horsepower, or S.2

Total potential water power,
Minimnom, Maximum,
Horse- Harse-

power. Per cent. power. Per cent.
443, 000 1.59 809, 000 1.50
135, 000 .48 246, 000 .46
94,000 .33 172, 000 .32
118, 000 43 228, 000 .42
5 . 6, 000 .02 13, 000 .02
6. Connecticut. ......cuveens A 72,000 .26 137, 000 .2

Middle Atlantic:

SN YO e v daeaese 1,037, 000 8.71 | 1,608,000 3.15
8. New Jersey. . 44,000 .16 106, 000 .20
;) 276, 000 .99 684, 000 1.27
59, 000 21 | 178, 000 .33
¥ 43, 000 .16 118, 000 -22
12. Tliinois. ..... 192,000 | .69 345000 64
A3 Mohigan oL S N 180, 000 B4 293, 000 .55
= M WISeoNBIY L . e ed s 358, 000 1.28 | 670, 000 1.24

West North Central: | - f
15 Minnesole . - . cuiititaasiceas 232, 000 .83 494,000 .02
16.-Towa. ._....... 160, 000 &7 | 382, 000 ey |
17. Missouri...... 72, 000 .20 1 163, 000 30
18. North Dakota. 88, 000 <31 | 207, 000 «38
19. South Dakota. 43, 000 .16 75, D00 e
20, Nebraskn........ " 196, 000 .70 366, 000 LO8
2 ANS g s st has 111, 000 -40 | 259, 000 .50
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TasLE No, 1.—Polential water-power resources, ete.—Continued.

Total potential water power.
Minimum. Maximum.
Horse- Per cent. X Per cent,
power, "| power. | .
Eml?"h ‘él:Imic 5,000 ; 11,000 (1%
o 02
23, Hnryiand and District of Oo- : i ¢
24 Vitginia.. 2000 | 1Lhe| so0| ret
& IS ia. -
25. West Virgini 881,000 T8 1,051,000 19
26. North Caroiina 578,000 2.07 8?5 000 1.62
27. South Caruli.na 460, 000 1.64 677,000 1.25
2. Piorkia. Taoo| LR el M@
East South Cenitral [ oy i 3
30. Kentucky £3, 000 .30 197,000 .37
31. Tennessee 483, 000 1.66 761,000 1.41
32, 3 509, 000 1.82 943,000 1.74
Ww‘&o’f:?ﬁsgn PR 32,000 1 63,000 .12
34, ATKADSAS, .o vevrrsanmnnnssen 22,000 .08 61,000(, .11
35, Louisiana....... 1,000 00| . 2,000 .00
75, 000 27T 208, 000 .89
255,000 01 551,000 1.02
2,749,000 0.84 | 4,331,000 8.03
2,362,000 8.45 | 5,067,000 9.40
773,000 2,76 | 1,305,000 2.42
842,000 3.01| 1,697,000 3.15
160, 000 57| 439,000, a1
803, 000 3.20 | 1,698,000 3.15
743,000 2.66 | 1,318,000 2.45
172,000 .62 276,000 W51
4,932,000 17.65 000 16.04
8,148,000 [ 1127 ag% ~1my
, 424,000 12.25 7. , 818, 14.50
Recapitulation:
49. New England... 868,000 3.11 | 1,605,000 2.98
&0, Middle Atlantie. 1,357,000 4.80 | 2,488,000 © o462
51. East North Central 832, 2.08 1,004.000 2.08
52. West North Central. 802,000 3.2 , 000 3.63
53. Bouth Atlantie...... 2,346,000 8.30 | 4,257,000 7.90
54, East South Central 1,087, 000 3.89 1,9&4.000 3.64
55. West South Central. 353,000 1.26 1.52
56. Mountain........... 8,694,000 81.11 | 18,131, M 20,92
(-} A8 0 AR SRR R e S T 11,504,000 41.17 23,075,!‘.!1] 42,81
United Btates........c.cemueues 27,943, 000 100 53,905,000 100

It will doubfless be of interest to the House to know the
amount of water power, steam power, and gas power in, com-
mercial central stations, municipal central stations, street and
electrie railways, and a few manufacturing plants for the year
1915. It is believed that the data for all except manufacturing
plantg is substantially complete, It is not asserted that the
figures are complete for manufacturing plants, but only for the
larger water-power developments employed in manufacturing.
The best estimate as to the water-power development for a
uses in the United States is considerably in excess of 6,000,
horsepower. Of the total of 5,846,699 horsepower shown under
the heading “ Water power, all stations,” 736,197 horsepower is
used in manufacturing. The balance of 4,610,502 horsepower is
strictly public-service use. The following table shows by
States the total amount of water power, steam power, and gas
power, first, by commercial central stations and similarly by
municipal central stations. Of course, if a total of power for a
given State is desired, it will be necessary to add together the
amounts for the commercial central stations and the amounts
for municipal central stations, if it is desired to be figured in
lhorsepower, and if in kilo-volt-amperes, then it would be neces-
sary to add the two columns together headed “ Generators,”
which would give the total power in a given State by that method
of measurement rather than by horsepower. It is as follows:

TasLE 2.—Primary power, walcr power, steam power, and gas power,
1913, in horscpower and generator capacitics in kilowatt amperes, in
commercial and municipal central siations, street and electric rail-
ways, and a few manufacturing plants.

[By States and by geographie divisions.]

Commercial central stations,
Water Steam Gas Total Genera-
power power. power. power.
New England:

L MainG. .. ol e 103, 221 33,871 155 ‘l:l?, 247 81,933
2, New Hamuaturv 48,815 31,370 1,695 81, 45, T34
3. Vermont J R4, 063 2,171 989 103, 123 70, 981
4. Massnchusetfs 119, 287 385, 439 1,507 365, 858
5. Rhode Isk nd 2 465 90,710 1,625 94, 820 45,205
6. Connecticut. 41,910 101, 088 75 143,084 104, 689

TABLE 2.—Primary p

e

, waler power,

F

-, ete.—Continved.

Commercial central stations,
Water Bteam Gas Total Genera-
power. power. power. power, tors.
Middle Atlantic: ~
812,206 6,306 | 1,406,149 997, 731
305, 1,710 | ‘317,130 | 221)2x3
598,162 | 90,585 | 775,609 | 571,704
555,674 5,938 581,385 436,321
277,361 2,960 28R, 212 221,189
, 786 3,852 850,238 | 628,
28? 788 748 474,825 325,960
177,540 | 7,268 340,738 | 219,248
124, 560 1,607 | 339,652 | 222,102
120, 891 1,442 , 054 239,
241, 3,060 .089 | 212,801
15,477 706 16,263 12,194
14,115 17,963 “,573 23, 961
47174 | 2.518 55,304 | 30,623
63, 4,544 79,187 | 52,041
16, 300 250 16, 604 11,725
203, 650 505 | 206,604 | 151,849
87,509 310 158,484 | 1120023
102,458 | 2,825 | 112,0%0 | 8909
69,333 1,750 162,266 | 110,250
36,450 [.....r.c. 243,062 | 162161
T ey 200,980 | 215,660
25,685 | 1,185 83,880 | 23,361
71,000 | 1,035 72,125 | 53,281
68, 824 80 166, 439 129,074
08 BB |oo o i 150,648 | 122
31,780 100 31,850 | 30,129
44,857 245 47,302 | 31,317
76,784 | 2,335 70,110 | 71,370
44,513 | 5,500 51,413 | 37,00
190,105 | 13,347 | 210,004 | 157,450
30,353 75| 219,833 | 137,237
9,430 500 158,340 111,795
14,345 20 6,720 | 11,160
80,353 130 | 163,408 | 103,455
13,660 |.......... , 212 12,362
. 53, 655 870 , 155 61,802
4. 87,872 29,164 |.0.uee.... 117,036 | 76,322
: 13,150 2,600 744 16,494 | 12,078
46, Washington... 265, 401 78,404 166 344,061 232,999
47 m ......... 120,362 949 250 | 181,561 | 110,835
48, 676,425 461,017 2,055 | 1,140,397 | 778,332
Rm itulation:
. New Enf]a.nd 400,681 | 664,660 | 6,046 | 1,071,387 | 714,490
50 mddlo tlantic..| 765,334 | 1,715,953 | 17,601 | 2,498,888 | 1,790,718
51. E. North Central.| 418,533 | 2,105,009 | 20,766 | 2,544,308 | 1,831,081
52, W.North Central,| 422,718 | 635,627 | 31,837 | 1,000,182 | 802,381
53. South Atlantic...| 588,736 638, 349 6,805 | 1,233,800 | 876,847
54, E. South Cen 179,319 240, 558 1,215 421,092 | 335,306
55. W. Bouth Central. 10,152 356, 259 21,427 387,838 298 093
56. Mountain.... 4 232, 560 , 339 793,207 | 526,211
57. Pacific. 601,270 | 2,471 | 1,666,019 | 1,122,166
United States...... 4,406,059 | 7,190,335 | 110,507 | 11,706,901 | 8,297,583
Munieipal central stations.
Water Steam Gas Total Genera-
power. pOwer. power. power. tors.
NewE land:
ﬁ! 2,801 1,450
2 New Hampsmre 1,145 700
3. Vermont. . 2 6,740 4,347
4. Hassnchusetta 33,823 21,166
5 Rhode Island.. s ] s
Congeeliicu 10, 890 6,450
Middle Atlantic:
7. New York......... , 58 11,976 7.5
8. New Jersey.. L 2,097 2,255
9. Pennsylvania. 538 13,739 1,810 18, 087 11,663
Emt l\oﬂ.h entral:
53,450 2,309 55,934 39,830
ll lrl.dinm 28,980 285 20,465 22, 580
12. Illinois 20, 706 200 , 906 13, 661
13. Michigan 41,492 687 53,151 38, 966
14, Wisconsin 13,800 | 1,225 18,177 | 12,65
West North Central
M 10, 506 2,308 23, 508 17, 561
16. lowa 14,517 1,595 16, 522 11,724
17. Missouri. ... 19,331 170 19, 501 14,193
18. North Dakota.. 2,420 242 2, 662 1,708
19. SBouth Dalmts ............. 1,420 936 2, 356 1,645
20, Nebraska.. 12, 490 1,924 19 461 14,073
21, Kansas... 22, 160 4,172 26, 457 17,381
South Atlantic:
22 Delaware..... 1,535 1,535 1,200
23. Maryland and’
Dntri:t of Co-
I s T 2,008 Fervseisone 2,533 2,595
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TasLe 2.—Primary power, water power, steam power, etc—Continued.

TABLE 2.—Primary power, waler power, steam power, ete.—Continued.

Munieipal central stations. Street and electric railways and manufactures.
Water Bteam Gas Total Genera- Water Bteam Gas Total Genera-
power power. power. power. tors. power. power. power, power, tors.
fouth Atlantic—Contd. ‘West Bouth Central—Con.
2.V ¥ 12,402 86. Oklahoma........ 6,310 4,865
5 5 6,155 4,832
4,625 14,750 2,665
16, 627 2,670 1,310
12,697 #0 372
< 27,183 | 17,087
g:g A A Zes Shal i Y
; 3,611 1,956
10,623 9,045 4,750
5,262 12,033 8,103
8, 061 35,256 308
12,788 73,010 zé,sen
?
1,005 209, 281
l'ﬁ? 1,074,575 | 581111
3,750 817,661 | 186,554
............ 134,650 | 69,011
LWLl 4T q ﬁ %a‘g%h m 120,906 | 48)758
taleteeels 63,
54, , 450 67,060 | 41,010 5. West South Cen- <8 Eulho
- 4,646 4,888 2,815 ﬁ ............. 16,975 12,507
48, California.........| 45,700 12,000 | .oonnenn. 57,700 | 40,815 5. Mountain, ........ '399 | 287090
Recapitulation: 57. Pacifie........ 121,198 06, 269
. New England, . 8,776 44,888 | 1,735 55,300 | 34,113 <
50. Middle Atlantic 2,655 25,000 | 3315 31,060 | 21,863 United States..... 2,515,196 | 1,222,031
51. E. North Central 14,490 | 158,437 | 4,706| 177,683 | 137,702
52. W.North Central 7,254 92,234 | 11,342 | 110,860 | 78,280
53. South Atlantic. 7,659 54,318 155 62,132 %
pEmenl  m pm x) =)
85, Mommtain_ ... 9,516 5065 | 49| 15,002 /136 Water Gas Total | Genera-
57, PAAC......oonn o ! 856 25, 660 32| 130,548| 84140 power. w power. | power. | tors.
United States...... 156,801 | 467,984 | 24,200 | 649,045 | 447,010
NoTte.—The term “steam er” includes steam ons!nes and steam tyrbines: a7, 61,271 1 339,015 | 101,452
“water gg:u-," water wheels, turbines, and motors; and ‘gas mer ? t1?1‘:&111411- 1 ,426| 1, 1:&’435 49,015
combus engines using either gas or ofl fuel. uz, 076 145,854 77,668
158, ,060 | 3, 802,901 | 549,060
3 gm 1,% 94,820 | 45,295
Street and electric railways and manufactures.! 41, 149, 102,644 | 133,504
mi| om| emlsmelime
Water Steam Total ! 1 ’ -
termil oy pff::r Eon 165,533 | 815, 1,505 | 995,061, 7220228
19,048 m,% 8,497 | 7497 555,185
8,001 | 314, 3,245 | 325,872 |
Sh @5 E B3 a8
233 560 m:m 9 447, zg:
258 | 150,323 | 3,000 | 417,481 | 250,980
e ; 159,431 | 183758 | 3037 | s, 257 944
Middle Atlantic: GO0 A LE . HEEL LIS 2008
7. NeW YOrk. ... ... ml X 18,925 | 13,89
S New Jersey ... 12 e ATeaS1 |51 D, Bl
Pennsylvania...... 21. Kansas 11'& %ﬁ 1‘{' 6 16'%’"’3 99, b2t
East ‘North Central: South\tlantm' 1 % : 76,177
0. Ohio......... ﬁ' 54 17,835 250 18,139 | 12,925
m'{xtrmt ul C
h.unbin 3,280 | 216,253 505 | 220,047 | 161,554
24, Virginia.......... 94,220 | 113,807 310 | 208,346 | 1420150
25. wm v irgtuia 23,787 | 104,508 | 11,015 ,400 | 97,508
26, North Carolina... ,105 0,71 1,760 180,626 | 117,887
27 Bouth Carolina. 2,012 el Aeaa 274,037 | 169,191
28. Georgia........... 7 IR ORL L 837, 606 662
29. Florida........... 7,030 38,382 | '3,315 47,727 | 33,0%
125,80 1,035| 127,885 | 88,565
89,145 305 | 187,285 | 143,12
77,616 15| 160,007 | 120)03s
42,253 250 42,508 | 37,675
50,839 375 53,414 85,748
87,450 | 3,180 : 79,404
62,066 | 6,685 70,509 | 51,448
202,785 | 14,071 ,633 | 168,127
32,018 75| 285,588 | 140,602
1500 500 | 162,360 | 113)705
14,880 56 17,480 | 11,750
101,908 130 | 104,341 | 123709
960 385 13,897 | 12,847
53,835 870 4 61,852
AT 125,348 | 3,035
12,375 744 26,439 | 16,828
aé'l‘g?talgs inelude 736, “:irmwnmr horsepower ‘and 172,210 steam horsepower, total 546, 867 2,015 | 1,2710107 | 874607
’ Nm“

LIIT—34
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TABLE 2.—Primary power, water poiwer, steam power, ctc.—Continued.

All stations,
‘Water Steam Gas Total Genera-
power. powar, powaer. power. tors.
Rae.:gitmaﬁm.

. New ieed| 701,973 | 1,014,155 8,031 | 1,724,759 | 057,884
50. Middle Atlantie..| 978,010 | 2,602,826 | 23,687 | 3,604,523 | 2,303,602

51. East North Cen-
............ 520,120 | 2,483,950 26,622 | 3,089,602 1 2,125,337

52. West North Cen.
............. 460,970 819, g 46,119 | 1,335,701 050, 772
53, South Atlantic...| 672,061 737, 16,145 | 1,425,028 | 960,503

54. East Bouth

180,301 335,864 1,605 517,770 | 398,403

535. West Bouth Cen-
x| el e 10,895 403, 180 24,321 438,308 334,727
50. Momntain..... 594,338 260, 510 2,760 | 866,608 | 564,337
57. Pacific....... 1,210,022 705,180 2,563 | 1,017,765 | 1,272,575
United Siates........| 5,346,600 | 9,371,000 | 152,453 | 14,871,142 | 0,067,530

Noves.—This table summarizes the data shown in detail on

e e s et P

Tﬁ:vfﬁmwm hn: nnm and er” includes

wmlcnmbmtlmangfnuusimetmusasotonmof i

TWO KINDS OF WATER POWER.

First, water power developed on the navigable streams of the
country, more or less interlinked with navigation.

Second, water power developed on the nonnavigable streams
where the Federal Government owns the dam site or the public
lands over which the rights of way must traverse. The Adam-
son bill had to do with the former, this bill has to do with the
latter.

WATER POWER A PUBLIC UTILITY,

There was a time when water-power development was con-

sideredl a loeal, "private enterprise in which only the local com-

TABLE 3.— Conceniration of poter dmlopmen: in the several States, showi ”:J amounts
and by municipa

munity was interested and only the local community had to do
with its regulation. This theory has long since been exploded,
and it is now generally admitted to be a public utility by all
who have had occasion to study the subject.

Water power was once considered a private snap, but it is
now one of the greatest modern agencies used in the develop-
ment of this country. It will be interesting to the House to
know that the total output of products manufactured by water
power in this country in a single year amounted to $17,000,-
000,000. It will again be interesting to know that this is seven
times more than the combined receipts of all the railroads of
this country.

In the debate last year quite a good deal was said as to the
concentiration in the control, development, distribution, and sale
of electric power. Nearly every author who writes on the sub-
ject attempts to treat it, most every speaker in and out of the
House makes some reference to it. It seems to me of tran-
scendent importance that the House know of the best available
figures, prepared by the Geological Survey, the Census Burean,
and the Bureau of Corporations, and compiled and arranged by
the water-power divisions of the Departments of the Interior
and Agriculture, and for which assistance I at this time desire
to make grateful acknowledgment.

I repeat, it seems to me that the House ought to have the
benefit of the best figures on the subject, showing, by States,
first, who owns the water power in the several States; second,
how many electric stations there are in each of the several
States; third, the total amount of water power in the several
States; fourth, the total amount of steam power there is in
each State; fifth, the total amount of power, all told; and sixth,
the individual percentages in each State.

I incorporate at this point, as a part of my remarks, these
figures, believing that they will be of value to any student of the
water-power subject, or to anyone else who cares to hurriedly
look up a given proposition.

It is as follows:

umm and gas power, and of total power controlled by cerlain corporations

lities, in in per cenl.
[NotE.—References are to the detail sheets following these summary tables.]
Individual totals. Cumulative totals. | Rdividual percent-| Cumulative per-
ages. centages.
Reler-
ence : mpan:
bers. eraliEaThd Nomber | woior | Steam and Water Water | AN | water | An
| °é;'-.?‘ power. | gas power. | Al POWer-| powep | Allpower. | poger | power. | power. power.
| ALABAMA.

4 | Alabama Traction, Liﬂlt & Power Co........ 7 72,500 18,920 91,420 72,500 91,420 87.9 57.1 87.9 57.1
30 | United Gas & Electric Corporation nIaneclimt L 16, 300 186,300 72, 500 107,790 1. - o aves 10.2 87.9 67.3
36 | H. M. Byﬂub) & Co..... 1 9,330 9,330 72,500 117,060 1. ivenasa 5.8 87.9 731
23 | Doherty O Oo e 1 3,420 8,420 77,500 125,470 6.1 5.3 ™ 78. 4
41 | West Point Man ing Co 2 4,200 8,150 81,450 133,620 4.8 5.1 08.8 83.5
31 | ngm? Light & Traction Co.. 1 8,670 6,670 81, 450 10,200 1...ccvunen 4.2 98.8 87.7
33| TaeHBeMald 00> oo bl i sl 1 2,432 2,452 | 81,450 142,723 ' ... ... 1.5 08.8 89.2

1 | Alabama City. Gadsdasn & Au.nﬂa Ry. Co. 1 1,500 1,500 81,450 1B . .9 98.8 90.1
44 | M tations. . ! 34 682 6,847 7,529 82,132 151,751 +8 4.7 9.6 4.8

All other smhns. ........... . 32 334 8,012 8, 346 B2, 460 160, -4 5.2 100 100
e e T ol et 81| 82,466 77,631 IR S e Rt 100 300,
Central stations and electric railways, 1012........}-ccceeu.un 0,880 73,525 83,403 |. o et Ul sy ey e s
- i IR 14,700 14,900 | A TR, 1 RS T R e e 16.7

S ey 10, 000 10,000 {---00000T 24,700 |i.i....i. T [ 28

2 9,000 750 9,750 9, 000 34,450 26.8 11 26.8 39
J| PR 5,170 5170 | 9,000 30,620 |..ovnnnnn. 5.0 26.8 4.9
3y B E 2,180 2,180 9,000 41,800 [.......... 2,5 26.8 47.4

6| 24,250 40 24,200 | 33,250 66,000 72.1 27.6 98.9 75

18 380 21,685 227065 | 33630 88,155 11 2% 100 100
81| 23,830 54,525 e T ([ e BRI el 100 W el g L B
(‘em.rnl statism:s and electric railways, 1912.. .. ... L......... 817 10, 198 B SRSl e s el M Lt MRS T 2

AREKANSAS,

56 | United Gas & Electric tionnl'Cvnnectmt 9,900 9,900 18.5 18.5
7| B, Lt sl ses| 54 102 w7
47 s N 5,250 5,250 | 9.8 | 38.5

1 .r\rk'arm Light & Power Co.. 3,620 3,620 |. 6.8 |. 45.3
£3 | Southwestern Gas & Electric Co 3,350 3,350 | 6.3 | 5E.6
43 | Merchants Lighting Co........ 3,330 3,330 |. 6.2|. 57.8
28 | Federal Light & TractionCo.............. 3,000 3,000 5.6 |. 63,4
51 Engiwmico. of 1,670 1,670 3.1 66.5
41 ! Mammoth lectric Light & Power Co....] 1| 1,800 |....ccuu.... 1, 600 3 69.5
52| Sevem Cities Co. . ... .. ... iiceeiiiinn 500 1,100 2.1 7.6
27 | Fayettoville Gas & Eloc‘tric(‘.u el 1,020 1,020 1.9 3.5
60 | Municipal stations. ...................cc...e 5, 262 5, 262 9.0 8.4

Allotherstatloms. . ... .... . .......c;comeechesasss 8, 887 8,887 16.6 100 100
Total. . 71 2,200 51,214 AT 100 (10 s I S beli).
Central stations and electric milvmys, T ¢ PAEERT] s 3,040 39, 564 42,0604 |. v e PN e
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TABLE 3.— Concentration of power development in the several Stales, showing amounts of water power, steam and f:s é:iomr, and of total power controlled by certain corporations
ed.

'

and by ipalities, in horsep and in per cent—Cont
Individual totals. Cumulative totals, [Individual percent-| Cumulative per-
ey RS EAINS ages, centages,

;ﬂ; Name of company. [

bers. N;,"s“fn'?" Water |Steamand | 4, oo | Water | ) o | Water | Al | Water | An

ton: power. | gas power. i I *| power POWET. | yower. | power. | power. power,
g {l
CALIFORNIA.
79 | Pacific Gas & Electric Co.............. 13| 152,080 | 108.540 [ 260,620 | 152,080 ; L .5 ; 5
93 | Pacific Light & Power Corporation.. 13| 117,950 79,300 | 197,250 | 270,080 | 457,870 163 s e o
Jlg %qmtm}‘ um&ammmmm 1 g,& g.ég:n 135.% 326,430 | 598,300 7.8 10.7 45.2 6.7
estern Power Co.............. 4 38, 112, 399, 760 703, 390 i 3 i 5.
155 | United Railways Investment Co 5| 65600 2333 | 90,930 | 65360 | 80| o1 72| ois &7
115 | San Toaquin Light & Power Co. 8| 40,150 28,650 69,100 | 505,510 [ 863, 5.6 5.4 70.1 68.1
£ | Nevad alifornia Power Co.... 7| 3 10, 670 49,420 | 33,200 | 913,840 5.2 3.8 75.3 21
Tern o B e e LT SRR TR, o3 R ¢ o 1 S T 00, 160 961, 40 6.6 3. i 75
9| H.M. Bylleshy & Co... 6| 17200 37220 | 607, 660 ' 260 2.4 3ol 83 s
92 | Pacific Lighting Corporat 1 34,202 | 607.660 | 1,032, 462 2.7 81.3 81,2
149 | United Properties Co 6 33,025 | 607,660 | 1,005,487 2.6 84.3 838
198 &)ulh{'ﬂ) Paeific Co. 2 23,870 | 607, 660 1,089, 357 1.9 5.3 B5.7
s | Mount Whitney Pow 5 23650 | 622,310 | 1,113,007 1.9 86.3 S7.6
1& (‘;fl !mr{i)cCorm;suon.. 3 7,300 | 628,310 | 1,120,307 B 87.1 88,2
16 | California- ower 2 o 5,300 | 633,810 | 1,125,607 = 7.8 88.6
73 | Municipal statlons. . . 18 57,700 | 679,310 | 1,153,307 4.5 94,1 3.1
All other stations. ... 85 87,800 | 722,125 | 1,271,107 69| 100 100
1 Y L - 0 4 200 548,082 | 1,271,107
Central stations and electric railwa: e 32327 h9232 | 150 ROk
COLORADO.
14 7 16,620 | 41,750 15,620 45.2 24 45,2 24
2% 1 24,650 | 41,730 I o e P, T 43,2 6.7
74 8 2,110 | 80/3%0 91, 20.2 10,3 8.4 0
i 5 14,204 | 62,780 | 105674 2.6 7.4 68 5.4
; 2 1,210 | 67530 | 116,884 51 5.8 731 60.2
33 3 10,670 | 67,530 | 127,854 |......... 5.5 3.1 6.7
s 1) 10,670 | 67,530 | 138,224 (1210000 5.5 73.1 7.2
1 3,600 | 71,130 | 141,824 39 1.8 i e
8 10 3,750 | 72,105 | 145,574 11 19 781 74.9
103 w767 [ 92,303 | 194301 21,9 2.1 100 100
141 }g,g& .......... Ty 100 ] ey e
CONNECTICUT.

12,64 | New York, New Haven & Hartford R. 1. Co..... 13 030 35,275 43,325 | 8,05 13,325 5
*52 | United TImMMStING CO .o rvv.v.r 4 el IS5 - gl =l Rl 92 w7
13 | The Hartford t 3| 3600 20,570 20,270 | 11,630 95,795 6 12.6 27.8 51.3
a 5| 16,000 6, 505 22,505 | 27,650 | 121,300 2 1.7 6 63
57 'y A e 6,780 6,780 | 97630 | 128080 ... 35 I 6.5
a 1) e 6,080 6,08 | 2650 | 134160 11100 32 % .7
% 1y 3,304 5,901 [ 30,150 39,064 59 3 7.9 7

......... ; 5,530 5,560 | 30150 | 143514 ... 2.9 7.9 75,8
K] 11771,000 3,567 4,567 | 31,150 | 150,081 24 24 4.3 78
Y[R W 3,400 | 34,550 | 158,481 81 18 824 79,8
B al 2300 850 31 36,850 | 150,631 5.5 1.6 57.9 81 4
10 il o 2,733 2,733 | 36,850 50,364 b......... 14 7.9 828
a S et 2,470 2470 | 38,80 | 1ensa4 |1l 1.3 $7.9 8.1
i 1 2,000 | 38,850 [ 163,834 ) 1 92.7 5.1
- 1Y By T 2,(“_! ‘Z,III_I 38, 850 165,80 1. ... 1 9.7 86, 1
2 1 1,8% 1,8% | 30450 | 167,719 it 1 0.1 87.1
7 Bloeeeeea.| 100800 10,500 | 39,450 | 178,609 |.......... 5.6 M1 92.7
27| 2,460 11,575 14,035 | 41,010 192, 644 9 7.3 100 100
2 41,910 150,734 192, 644 S | T s 100 1 I ri e Py R T
Rt BT 1, T e s S e e e ?‘.’ ...................
5 - PR e 14,800 14,800
11 [ 1,535 1,535 |-
7 5 1,7 1,504
R s i i i o i e 16 5 18,085 )
Central stations and electric railways, 1012 ... .. .. 826 220:5 -1-4:901
FLORIDA.
201 Btoosi& Webstar,: o il e | 1,900 8,61 5
H P?}"d\%&mm&&?' i 1| 5600 s 12:2&3 '!"ujfgg f}? ilag:g g?
- - e = o - i
19 | Miaini Blectric Light & Power Co._. 1211111111 1 25| 700 g i1
Genera LAY ot [T 2 7 e % 5
21 | Orlando Woter & Light Co .. shaset TR TR0l 7% ] 1
3| Bgd ]mm%mwmm W2 R e 1,320 1320|7000 2.8 99.6 55.0
2 | Monicipa: stations. . S R i (e - R~ ) we| 6| s
All otherstations. ... 7 30 7,033 7,063 7,030 14.8 100 100
Mol - oo e e 62| 7,000 40,697 7
Central stations and clectric raiiways, 1012, ool 51 T%0l  den| SBpooo el v &
GEORGIA.
18 | Georgia Railway & Power Co..._........cooveuieee 7 k 7
47| Btone & WabAEr. . 5ot e oo s 7 lgjg 1331% ’:;;:1;212 {%ﬁm {g:gg s néd e o
A By o e A 3l ] 2aa| W] SER| - pnaeil 2l aalsoas 8
. Q. R AT s g , % 6 84.4 73.
42 | Bavannah Lighting Co. - .osesesrmmn oo, H i ] 9,600 9,600 | 183,626 | 258828 |.......... 28| 864 76.6
59 | West Point Manufacturing Co.................... 1|7773,000 5,000 8,000 | 186, 266, 828 1.4 2.4 85.8 79
iy Dohg;t OpgnéixﬁogoMI ..... 4| 5800 2. 000 7,800 | 192,426 | 274,628 27 2.3 88.5 81.3
o Boes e ) Sl 6, 500 6,500 | 192, 281,128 | 1.9 88.5 83.2
Albany Power & Manufacturing Co. ... oon.omnomss 17772330 2130 1,460
& | Albany Power & Manuts ; % ! 194, 756 285, 588 11 1.3 80,6 84.5
5 £ WO GO e e e 1l 3o 750 4,350 | 198356 | 280,038 16 13 912 8.8
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TABLE 3.— Concentration dmmmhlkmwﬂ.wnamuldmﬂm steam and mﬁom, and of tolal power controlled by certain corporations

nd by municipalities, in horsepower and cent—Con
Indi 1 totals. . |Individual percent-| Cumulative per-
vidual Cumulative totals. ages. centages.
Refer-
ence J
Name of 4
num- CORDAAY. Number .
bers. ofstae | Water |Steamand| oo | Water | o | Water | Al | Water | AN
tion. power. | gas power. POWEL. | nower. POWET. | power. | power. | power. | power.
GEORGIA—continaed.
144 | Eagle & Phoenix MillB. ........cccncvenncscancnnes M 0 R 4,000 | 202,356 203,938 1.8 1.2 e 8T
41 | Rome Railwa‘);m;ght&Powar Co... 1 1, 500 2,330 3,830 | 203,856 207,768 o7 1.1 923.7 881
65 | Mumici rensssavssesarersves 75 1, 500 16,127 17,827 | 205,356 315, 395 P 5.2 94.4 03.3
A.liaﬂurstaﬁm.....-....................-....-- 49 12,199 10,012 22,211 | 217,555 337,606 5.6 6.7 100
iyt P S W e re e 157 | 217,555 120, 051 o, o SRR A 100 1 - R R |
Cmmlsmﬁnmandelu:u'icmﬂmys.1912....«....‘...,..... 82, 487 88,345 1,832 |... ... feens R 8 Ao N e SR RS P B URES
IDAHO.
49 | Utah Securities Cor s A ek 10 73, 507 300 73,807 3, 507 73,907 48.3 45.5 4R.3 45.5
25 N’nt.kma]&am‘[ues Sorporation. . ... 9 34,350 2,000 36,350 | 107,857 110,157 2.5 2.4 70.8 67.9
59 nd:ingtcn ‘Water Power Co. . i 16,3008, 2o uas 16,3007} 124,157 128,457 10.7 10 8.5 77.9
46 nngowerC-u.... 1 3000 |-~ -l 3,000 | 127,157 129,457 1.8 83.5 0.7
14 mg;evﬂla?lettrlc Light & Power 2 1,300 e cqvaarazis 1,300 | 128 457 130,757 .8 .8 8.3 80.5
8 Byllesby & Co__............. i Vheiieiss 900 900 | 138,457 181,887 |...o.....: .6 84.3 8.1
47,61 8. R.8.and munk:ipaiststiona. 5 14,380 .eeennnnne.n 14,3@0 142, 897 146, 9.4 8.8 93.7 89.9
Allutmrahtiuns..................“.....-.......,. 43 9,553 6, 800 16,333 , 360 162,360 6.3 10.1 100 100
e e i Ll 72| 152,360 10,000 - % § SRS SO 100 e AR Tt B
Centmlﬂﬂmsmdchﬂﬂcnﬂwnys,13‘12......... __________ 51,850 4,525 58, T S e S o T A et ci o
ILLINOTS.
40 | Commonwealth Fdison Co...o....cuveenennnnan. = 511,150 511,150 |.-.oiasics 511,160 ).......... ¥ TR T 55.6
191 | Publie Service Co. of Nurl.lmm Tilinois - 55,930 61,230 5,300 6.7 9.8 62.3
United Light & RailwaysCo........ 42,000 42,000 5,300 4.6 9.8 66.9
lilinois ion 35, 886 40,001 9,415 4.4 17.4 7L3
29,180 33,810 14,45 3.7 5.9 75
26,480 26,480 14,045 2.9 25.9 77.9
24,000 24,000 14,045 2.6 25.9 80.5
21,430 21,505 14,120 2.3 26 82.8
16,700 18,380 5, 800 2 2.1 8.8
19,100 19,100 15, 800 21 2.1 86.9
9,660 9,660 | 15,800 1 29,1 §7.9
5,200 5,200 | 15,800 .8 29.1 88.5
4, 546 4,546 15, 800 i ] 29,1 89
20, 906 55,406 | 50,300 [ 2.5 95
41,156 46, 257 54,401 5 100 100
Total. . e 864,324 BIR.TG |iios s 100 R s e S
Cmmlstatiomandeimtdcmiha\'s 50T R 777,849 v B8 PSR R AR S P e At it et
INDIANA.
65 | Indianapolis Light & Heat Co........coe..... 1 40, 900 40,900 IRE I eiasis) 12.5
48 | Fort Wayne & Northern Indiana Traetion (,o.. L 32,160 32,160 9.9 {...... ases 2.4
7 | American Public Ultilities 2 24,200 24,200 Tk foioaieddd 29.8
92 21 19,430 23,830 7.3 54.4 497.1
139 8 22, 800 22,800  ; 54.4 4.1
148 4 17,980 17,930 5.5 54.4 49.6
3 4 16, 860 16, 590 5.2 54.4 54.8
155 1 13, 566 15, 566 4.8 54.4 59.6
63 2 13,330 14, 630 4.5 70.5 64.1
32 | Commonwealth Fower, Railwa & Light Co...... 1 13,070 13,070 4 70.5 68.1
28 Shore & Sou end Railway Co... 1 10, 000 10, 000 3.1 70.5 71.2
66 1 9,750 9.750 3 70.5 74.2
245 1 2,670 2,670 .8 70.5 75
169 ] 29,265 29, 465 9 73 84
126 49,820 52,011 16 100 100
246 8,091 317,781 385,872 |eeucacanas 100 100 [ecccdaiciecmasannan
23,915 283, 508 b - P o M I o TS I SR EE pERG = .
IOWA.
169 3] 150,000 }.---...... == 150,000 47.4 04.1 47.4
9 IR L ireiaath 3 23,255 23,255 7.4 94.1 54.8
77 8 300 15, 649 15, 049 5.1 94.3 50.9
7 4 [T =t 10,400 10, 400 3.3 94.3 63.2
180 >3 By 9, 500 9,500 3 04.3 66.2
183 6 8,025 8, 525 2.7 94.6 68.9
194 } i S e 7,000 7,000 2.2 94.6 71
3 5 6,545 6,890 T2 04.8 73.3
266 1 6,750 6, 750 2.1 04.8 75.4
164 1 6,400 6,400 2 4.8 7.4
) 6 1,625 3,625 11 96.1 78.5
38 7 3,363 3,363 1.1 96.1 79.6
19 1 3,350 3,350 1.1 96.1 80.7
196 70 16,112 16,822 5.3 96.5 86
145 38,821 44,397 14 100 100
268 y 156, 795 316,226
AP 7,029 126,564 133, 593
27 | Doherty 4 13,570 20,570 13.5 50.9 32.2
3 | American 5 14, 860 1;,560 18.7 5.9 18,7
50 Illinoismiun 2 7,401 , 401 6.8 50.9 39
14 | Bowersack Mill & Power Co. 1 1, 000 2, 500 23 2.7 413
67 | Light & Devslo; t Co. of St. Louis............ 1§ 2,030 2,030 L9 2.7 43.2
103 | United Gas & Electric Corporation of Connecticut. ; ) 1,925 1,925 1.8 7 45
1 Totals contain 12 649 water horsepower and 7,150 steam horse. pwur total of 19,799 horsepower used in manufactures.
? Includesstations of Banitary Drainage District of Chicago and of United Btaté Army. =
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Tarte 3.—C fon. of power derelop ‘hmmm showing amounts of waler power, steam ond power, and of total power conirolled by certain corporations
Mumui M—Gmﬁd.
Individual percent-| Cumulative per-
Individual totals. Cumulative totals. ages. centages.
Refer-
. Name of company. 1
b Number | Water |Stesmand | oy pocer | Water |4y o0, | Water | AL | Water | A
tion. power. | gas power. *'| power. " | power. | power. | power. | power.
EANSAS—continued.
685 | Nand & Power Co....cccovasressnsesnasasancnaanes 1 1,015 840 1,855 9, 515 51,231 8.7 L7 81.4 46.7
109 : : 90 "125 26, 232 ,357 | 0,640 7w 11 24 82,5 0.7
All other stations.............. 102 2,048 30,158 32,206 | 11,688 109, 794 17.5 2.3 100 100
27| 11,688 93,106 | 100,794 |. N et 100 T r ] e IR
Contmlstatinmnndeleetn rAflWayS, 1902, .00 oonloeeeonens 8,820 101,788 110,608 |l lieniiia SRR [ BRI TR e
KENTUCKY.

105 21. 44,130 44,130 None. 44,130 None. 3.5 None. 34.5
[i1 1 , 330 33,330 None. 77,460 None. 26.1 None. 60.6
13 1 9,100 9,100 | None. £6,560 | None. 7.1| None. 67.7
42 1 6,670 6,670 | Nane. 98,230 | None. 5.2| None. 72.9
30 r 3,260 3,260 | None. 96,490 | None. 26| None. 75.5
5 71 3,195 3,185 | None. 99,085 | Nonme. 25| None. i
104

1 2, 500 2,500 None. 102, 185 None. 2 Naone. 80

78 1 2,350 2, 850 Nome. 104, 535 Nome. 1.8 None. 81
16 1,500 1,500 Nora. 106, 035 None. 1.2} None: 83
52 1,200 1,200 | Neme.| 107,235 | None. 9| None. $3.9
47 1,055 1,055 Naone. 108, 200 None. .8 Nane. BT
85 7,730 7,730 | Nonme. | 116,020 | None. 6 None. 0.7

11,865 11885 | None. | 127,885| None. 9.3 | None. 100
WP icsaasiae 127,885 L0y CERORSR PR P ) 11 ) SRS s S
LT RSNl 108, 227 108,227 . S s SN s 2 STRATRRIN N TR0
LOUISIANA.

26 | United Gas&Ebctriccorpmtkmal Connecticut.| 06, 665 66,065 |. 78.4
2 Bmhwestmﬂns&!:hntriu ................ 3,450 3,450 | 7.2
58 | 8hreveport Railways Co 2,450 2,450 7.9
12 | LakeCha: rlesRailwsy, Light&Watm-WorksCo 2,370 2,370 82.5
2 | Aioters Rt “”&'i;i;awc; """""""""" i 8.1

Alwa - - ¥ - o

33 | Municipal StatIOns . .ovevnmsnrrns 8,061 5,061 |, 94

Auutherstatkm 5,284 5,444 100
........................... 90, 680 90,840 |,
cmtmlsts:titmsand alwtﬂcmﬂmys,mlz 70,910 70,910 |,
MAINE.
E. W. Clark & Co. . Corporation. ............. 18,390 56,720 | 37,330 55,720 13:4 16.4 13.4 16.4
Riyien 8,095 53,845 | 3080 | 100,565 16.5 15.9 29.9 32.3
. 6,700 » 103,780 136, 965 7.5 8.1 37.4 40.4
s 25,000 | 128,780 161, 9656 g 7.4 46.4 47.8
e M, 153, 280 186, 465 8.8 %2 56.2 55
18,400 | 171,680 | 204,865 6.6 5.4 6L§ 80.4
+ 178, 680 222,665 2.5 5.2 64.3 65.6
> 190,880 230, 865 4.4 5.1 68.7 70.7
18, 205,580 | 256,365 5.3 4.9 T4 75.6
15,700 | 221,280 [ 272,085 5.7 4.6 79.7 50.2
15;000 | 236,280 | 287,085 5.4 4.4 85.1 84.4
2,600 5,286 | 238,066 | 232, 351 1 1.6 86.1 86.2
1,100 4,622 | 242,488 973 1.3 L4 8§7.4 87.6
1,100 4,200 | 245 588 301,173 11 L2 88.5 88.8
............ 4,000 | 249,558 305,173 1.4 1.2 0.0 90
3,300 | 252.%88 | 308,473 L2 1 01.1 a1
505 2,801 | 254,884 311,274 o 8|, s 91.8
5,036 27,741 ,580 | 330,015 8.2 8.2 100 100
Total 161,420 1339, 015 100
Ce.ntralstatinmnnddwtriornﬂwm 1012. . 34,271 0; P
MARYLAND AND DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

41| United Railways & Electrie Co. of Baltimore..... | AR 61,875 N85 L. BLENS Lo el - s L e 28.1

8 | Consolidated Gas, Electric Light & Powsr CO. L
of Baltimore. . 7 56, 710 57,710 | 1,000 119,585 2.2 30.4 54.3
D.C.-2 | Wi Railway & EleetrieCo.............. 1 800 53,800 |  1,000| 173,385 |. 24.5 30.4 78.8
D.C.-1| Capital Traction Co. ... .c.occccuozvicacens 3 1 16,870 16,870 1,000 190, 255 =7 30.4 86.5
25 | Hagerstown & Frederick Electric Ry. Co.. = 2 5,905 5,905 1,000 196, 160 .7 30.4 80.2
D.C.-4 - IS RY- OB i easienas 4 1 4,170 4,170 1,000 200, 330 19 30.4 L1

53 | Baltimore & OhloR. R.CoO...covencnnncn. = 1 3,350 3,350 1,000 203,680 |. L5 30.4 92.6
20 eirie 0. of Cumberland. .| 1 3,273 3,273 1,000 206,953 |. 1.5 30.4 94.1
54 | Doherty Ope mh:lsCu 2 1,750 1750 | 1,000 208 703 .8 30.4 94.9
46 | Municipal statiuns 7 2,533 2,533 1, 000 211,26 |, L1 30. 4 96

‘All other stations. . 33 6,522 8,811 | 3280 | 220,047 4 100 100
....................................... 60 216, 758 220,047 |, e, 100 i 11 o D W IR P A
Centralsmtlons and electrierailways,1912........|.ccveanea- 199, I RES | e e e B <
MASSACHUSETTS.

20 | BEdison Electric nmtnaunzCo.  § gt 140, 850 140, 850 17.5 17.5

170 | Boston Elevated Ry. Co....... - | R 126, 300 300 15.7 33.3

195 | Massachusettselectriccom 1] e 57.575| 5HEM|. 7.2 40.4
63 | New England Investment T 53,830 53,830 6.7 47.1
70 | New England Power Co. of 4| 49,400 E 48, 400 6.1 53.2

107 Falls Power & Eleetrlnﬂo 2| 36,900 |....... | 3&!00 4.6 57.8

100 | C R.Tenm..-... 7 681 29, 30,369 3.8 61.6

115 Light T S SehE 21,330 21,330 2.7 64.3
DL Blona & WehataE: o G i e TR L L 20,630 20, 630 2.6 686.9

110 | United Electric Light Co 3| 4,500 15, 000 19, 500 2.4 60.3
37! Ludlow Manufacturing Assoclation. ......ceeeusd 3 9,900 8,200 18, 100 2.2 7.5

! Totals inelude 170,272 water horsepower and 26,505 steam horsepower, total 196,867 horsepower, used in manufactures.
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TABLE 3.— Concentralion wer development in the 1 States, sh s of water porwer, steam and gas power, and of total power controlled by certain corporalions
i P and by mnnidpawia in horaepmr and in pcr'unt—Con ued.

Individual percent- | Cumulative per-
Individual totals. Cumulative totals. ages. centages.
Refer-
RS Name of company.
num-
bers. Nistacr | Water |Steamand| \ii oover | Water | oy oo | Water | AU | Water | AN
t power. |gas power. power. power. | power. | power. | power.
MASSACHUSEITS—continued,
23 | Fall River ElectricCo. . 2.2 66. 0 7.7
212 | New York, New Haven '& Hartford R. R. Co. ..... 1.9 66, 0 75.8
61 | New Bedford Gas & Elactrlcco .................. 1.7 66.0 71.3
219 Prwrietm‘sn{locksnndcmla 1.4 73.3 ™7
167 BlissFabz Sorm 1.4 76.7 80, 1
76 | C. D. Par er & Co. Inc] ....... 1.3 7.8 8L 4
11 | Cambridge Electric tC0...... 11 7.8 82.5
45 Hmmhusettsllghtm; compmhs 1 77.8 83.5
117 | Municipal stations e 1.2 78.6 87.7
Allotherstations. . ......c..oiiciiaiecananeasnnans 12.3 100 100
. 100 i1 B e SR R .
5,133 176,572 181, 705 5,133 181, 705 2.4 30.2 2.4 0.2
70,813 66,610 137,423 75,946 319,128 3.2 2.8 35.6 53.0
986 46, 086 75,946 366,114 o 7.8 35.6 0.8
30, 800 30,800 | 106,746 396,914 14.4 S | 50.0 65.9
9,400 |. 9,400 | 116,146 400,314 4.4 1.6 544 67.5
8,000 |. 8,000 y 414,314 3.8 1.3 58.2 68.8
3,000 8,000 | 127,146 | 422,314 1.4 1.3 59.6 70.1
5,000 7,000 | 132,146 | 429,314 2.4 1.2 62,0 71.3
5, 700 6,800 | 137, , 114 2.7 1.1 64.7 72.4
2,000 6,670 | 139,846 442,784 .9 L1 65.6 73.5
5,250 6,083 | 145,096 867 2.5 1.0 68.1 T4.5
.......... 5,750 | 145,006 | 454,617 |..........} .9 68.1 75.4
4,520 5,220 | 140,616 459,837 2.1 .9 70.2 76.3
4,000 |. 4, 153, 616 463,837 1.9 Ly 72.1 7.0
.......... 4,000 | 153,616 £ s aa L 4 72.1 mr
2,600 3,900 | 156,216 | 471,737 1.2 .6 73.8 78.3
3,850 |. 3,850 | 160,006 | 475,587 1.8 .6 75.1 78.9
2,286 3 162, 352 479,183 1.1 .6 76.2 7.5
10,972 53,151 | 173,324 , 344 5.1 8.8 81.3 88.3
30,787 70,318 | 213,111 602, 662 18.7 1.7 100.0 100.0
2213,111 7380, 551 2002, 882 1. ..ol 100.0 [ W ] (TR Fee AT
34,454 311,008 Lt R R G L e S e H R T (Lt PSP e PRt 1) T T
96 | Twin City sdvasansns 3 25, 000 i a1, 700 25, 000 91,700 9.8 2 9.8 22
68 | Northwestern 2 57,000 4,670 61,670 82,000 153,370 22.4 14.8 32.2 36.8
10 10 43, 450 18, 500 61,950 | 125,450 215,320 17.1 14.8 49.3 516
81 2 57,800 |..ocvaensann 57,500 | 182,930 , 820 22.6 13.8 7.9 65.4
254 1 12, 500 10, 000 22,500 | 195,430 4.9 5.4 76.8 70.8
1 1 7,800 9,000 18, 800 , 250 312,120 3.1 4 7.9 74.8
258 3 8,527 |. 8,527 | 211,717 320, 647 3.3 2 5.2 76.8
32 1 4,000 1,600 5,600 | 215, 326, 47 1.6 1.3 B4.8 78.1
242 1| 3,500 950 4,450 | 219,277 | 330, 1.4 1.1 86.2 79.2
33 3 3,200 1,150 4,350 | 222,477 335, 1.3 1 87.5 80.2
74 6| 3,080 1,015 4,005 | 225,557 339,142 1.2 1 88,7 1.2
87 | Public Service Co. of 8t. Cloud...... 1 3,000 1,000 4,000 | 228, 557 343,142 1.2 1 §9.9 §52.2
105 | Municipal stations................... ; 15| 1,309 22,199 23, 508 ,056 | 368, 5 5.7 90, 4 87.9
Allotheratations.... .. .. .. i i, 130 | 24,302 , 430 50,741 | 254,258 417, 481 9.6 12.1 100 100
0 s e e 288 |3254,258 | 2163,223 | can7v,as1| ... ... .. 100 Tl [t R e
Central stations and electric railways, 1912........|......... 102,172 150,522 Y R R S Posr Rt Fo SR gy PV B T Es
MISSISSIPPL.
14 | Gulfport l(issim%pi Coast Traction Co.....cuuue 1 None. 6, 000 , 000 None, 6,000 | None. 14.1 None. 14.1
11 Doheﬂ.y . 2 None. 5,295 5,295 None. 11,295 Nomne. 12.5 None. 26. 6
2 | American 1 None, 4,000 4,000 None. 15,295 None, 0.4 None,
17 | Laurel ]i-xh 1 None. 2,120 2,120 None. 17,415 None. 5 Nons. 41
10 De]ta L 1 None. 1,730 1,730 | None. 10,145 | None. 4.1 None. 45.1
] hul'% 1 one. 1,650 1,650 | None. 20,705 None, 3.0 | None. 49
20 Ei:m Light & Tract 1 None, 1,400 1,400 None. 22,195 None, 3.3 None. 52.3
32 1| None. 1,100 1,100 | None 3, 205 one. 2.6 | None. 54.9
7 (atumbh 1 None, 1,000 1,000 None. 24,295 None. 2.3 None. 57.2
5 | Capital Light & 1| None. 800 800 | None, 25,085 | None, 1.9 | None. 50.1
7 unicipal 42| None. 10, 10, 623 None. 35,718 None. 25 None, 84.1
All other shthm 25 None, 6, 785 6,785 None, 42, 503 None. 15.9 None. 100
Total 78 None. 42,503 42,503 None, None. 100 Noow: |2 nes=
Central stations and electric railways, 1912.........{.......... None. 40,347 40, 347 Nome. |:iicavesvad None. resadd oD 1o
MISSOUEI.

108,208 | North American Co........cnvivavnnncssasannannnn 131,450 131,450 {.......... L o SRR 40.2
96 | Doherty Operating Co...... ] ,838 70,238 |20, 400 21.5 98.7 61.7
54 | Kansas City Ry. & Light Co.. 53,300 53, 300 20, 400 16.3 98.7 78
62 | The Laclede Gas Light Co.......ccnuauun 10,000 10,000 20,400 3.1 98.7 SL1
60 | Light & Dnvn{opmant Co. of Bt Louis. . 4,810 4,810 | 20,400 L5 98.7 82.6
39 | Federal & Traction 4,040 4,040 20, 400 1.2 98.7 83.8

208 | SBouthern I.saou Ry. Co 3,000 3,000 20, 400 .9 08.7 84.7

80 | Middle West Utilities Co. 2,805 2,805 20, 400 .8 08.7 85.5

201 Jopu.n& Pittsburg Ry. Co 2,550 2,550 | 20,400 8| » 987 86.3

135 klns ..... 18, 501 19, 501 20,400 6 98.7 92.3
Ml othorstatims 25,108 2.'5, 376 20,670 7.7 100 100

ey S R T N 306, 400 SRTAT0 |..cinenene b 11 ERN AN e

Cen!ral statjons and electric railways, 1912........ 306,133 bR L) PRESDSIRRE R SCaN ) Fr i i, SPS i S ISR e

! Totalsinclude 325,348 water horsepower and 9,507 stum horsepower; tom 41,945 horsepower used in manufactures.
? Totals include and 7,000 steam horsepower; tota ﬁ,saohompnwuudlnmamlhchms
3 Totals include 30.304 water horsepower and 13,357 steam horsepower, t.otaf 54,231 horsepowaer, used in manufactures,
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TABLE 3.— Concentration of power development in the several States, showing emounts of water , steam and gas power, and of tolal power controlled by certain corporations
wwmmm,hmwmﬂmmc—m 3
Individual totals. Cumulative totals. |0dividualpercent-| Cumulative per-
. centages.
Refer-
nce Name of company.
num-
! Nomber | Water |Steamand| gy oo | Water |4 000 | Water | AD | Water | an
tion. power. | gas power. *| power. power. | power. | power. | power.
1; 179,700 8,300 188,000 | 179,700 188, 000 88.6 79.8 £8.6 79.8
11,830 9,000 20,830 | 191,530 208,830 5.8 8.9 04.4 88.7
1 3,200 1,067 4,267 | 194,730 213, 007 1.6 1.8 96 90.5
2 2,820 250 3,070 | 197,550 216, 167 14 1.3 97.4 91.8
kit 1,005 1,005 | 197,550 LT .4 97.4 92.2
All other stations. 38 5,345 13,071 18, 416 ) 805 235,588 2.6 78| 100 100
] D e A et 65| 202,805 32,603 Z35, 588 |- veeaas - 100 0 e e
Centralstations and eleotrio tAIIWAYE, 1012. ... et IR 103,656 13,575 | 117,230 |.. : il s e e
NEBRASEA.
86 | Omaha Electric Light & Power Co.. 24,000 |. 24.3
196 | Omaha & Couneil Bluffs Street Ry 375 |. n7l.
75 | Liny Traction Co. , 100 |. 5.2
a5 2,700 |.. 2.7
70 2,700 2.7
21 2,505 2.6
111 1,450 15
11 1,300 1.3
49 1,033 11
48 900 0.9
10, 464 10.7
............... 14,101 14.3
100
10 9, 800 9, 500 9,800 73.6 37.1 73.6 an1
19 9,775 9, 800 WE .. L 37 73.6 74.1
14 2,400 | 12,200 065 18.7 0.4 92.3 8.5
5 1,560 | 12,450 23,625 12 5.9 0.5 80.4
4 715 | 12,865 24,340 3.1 2.7 96,6 92,1
17 STl e AT sl .. 96.6 92,1
455 1,644 2,000 | 13,320 439 3.4 7.9 100 100
Total....e.y-q: ASh i bar feiy et aa s 19| 13,320 13,119 - 3 [N N P 100 10 B (SRR SRS
Central stations ani eleotrid Failwwiy®, 2012 222200 ... 12,540 2,880 T el il TN ST SRt S
70 Bl 31,700 | 31,700 31, 700 20.2| 21.2 29,2} 21.2
4 R RS 45| 54,145 54,145 20.7 15 49.9 36.2
73 15, 300 2,350 17,650 | 69,445 71,795 14.1 11.8 64 48
40 5,800 6,000 11,900 | 75,345 3,605 5.4 8 69.4 56
49 | New Hampshire Electrio R¥y8. C0....cooueronmear]  1heeeone... 10,670 10,670 | 75,345 04,365 |....ccuaun 7.1 69.4 63.1
76 1, 500 5,060 6,560 | 76,845 100, 925 1.4 4.4 70.8 87.5
27 1,800 2, 800 4,600 | 78, 645 105, 525 1.7 3.1 72.5 70.6
75 4,500 |............ 4,500 | 83,145 110, 025 4.1 3 76.6 73.6
45 1,600 2,000 3,600 | 84,745 113,625 1.5 2.4 8.1 76
9 2,190 1,050 3,240 | 86,935 116,865| - 2 2.2 80.1 78.2
15 2,000 1,000 -3,000 | 88,935 119, 865 1.8 2 81.9 80.2
72 000 1.2k e 3,000 | 91,935 122, 885 2.8 2 84.7 82.2
78 i L4 e 3,000 | 94,935 125, 865 2.8 2 87.5 8.2
6 < 600 1,900 2,500 | 95,535 128, 365 .6 1.7 88.1 85.9
8 ehespeses] 600 5 1,145 | 96,135 129, 510 8 .8 83.7 86.7
12,280 7,645 19,025 | 108,415 140, 435 11.3 13.3 100 100
1108,416 | 141,020 | 1149,435|.......... 4 100 001 ] v st
59, 29, 211 8 L | ECAN ] S GO L o) B e ] AR T
i lg 905 |. 232,905 |.. 68.6 |. /| 68.6
1 17,675 |. 250, 580 |. 52| 2 73.8
“ 3 4 B 1?,670 =ik 261,250 |. % 3.1 4 76.9
38 3 200 , 200 268, 450 72.4 2.1 72.4 7
80 | T Central 8 e 6,400 400 7,200 LRI ] 1.9 72.4 80.9
9| W.8. & Co. 4 3,630 130 8, 700 279, 980 15.1 1.5 87.5 82.4
2 | American t& 1 3,950 950 8, 700 T AT 1.2 87.5 83.6
| Smcen s Aw| o] pES| M| meSiUe F) ER) wd
W epres 5 . . 3
66 &mﬂnummm??ﬂwudo o L e 2, 500 g’,sm &sm 201,705 |.......... It 88.5 85.8
& stations. ... 10 112 2,885 2,997 8,012 204, 702 1.1 .9 89.6 $6.7
All other stations.. 60 1,085 43,845 44, 880 9,947 339, 582 10.4 13.3 100 100
Tofal.. <. S 102 9,947 329, 635 339,582 |. .
Central stations and eleetrie railways, 1012, ....oolooe. ... 1, 569 267,043 | 268,612 |.. X
WEW MEXICO.
6 | Federal Light & Traction Co..... TEpbreEeren o . 5,158 5,158 |...... 5,158 37.1
18 | Roswell Gas & Electric Co.... 1,650 LAl 6,808 49
19 | Santa Fe Water & Electrie Co. 445 547 102 7,815 53
20 | Silver City POWEr CO. . ~= - ----cere 460 460 102 7,355 |. 56.3
17 | Raton Electric Light & Power Co.. 425 425 102 8,240 50.4
16 | Public Utilities Co.veeunneennnn. 350 452 8, 500 61.9
14 | Peoples Light & Power Co.... 350 350 452 8,840 64.4
25 | Tueu t & Power Co. 350 350 452 9,200 66.9
26,27 | United States
3,185 3,185 452 12,475 §9.8
All other stations. 1,322 1,422 552 13,897 100
L s e R A 8 e =L A AT e 13,345 g SRR Ui
Central stations and électric raflways, 1912......... 10,198 L N e L | L) e

1 Totals include 59,000 water horsepower and 7,410 steam horsepower, total 66,410 horsepower used in manufacturing.
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TABLE 3.— Concenfration wer development in the several Stales, showing amounts of waler power, steam a , and of tolal controlled by cerfai
b mhmﬂnmmm.inhrwcudhpﬁw—&ntgw of total power by certain corporations

Individual totals. Cumulative totals, |Tdividual percent-| Cumulative per-
ages. centages.

Refer-
ence Name of company.
bers. i Number | yvytor | Steam and Water Water i

of sta- Al power. | V31T | Ay power. All | Waler | Al

tion. power. | gas power power. power. | power. | power. | power.

NEW YORK.

28 | Consolidated Gas Co. of New York 8].. 481, 895 481,895 |. 481, 2.2 21.2
388 | Inter! Metropolitan Co g 2486, 500 246, 500 |. 728, 10.8 |. = a2
471 | Brooklyn Rapid Transit Co. L e e 198, 025 198,025 |.......... 926, A, & ma UL 0.7

66 | Hydraulie Power Co. of N 3] 153,000 |.c.ncnncnnnn 153,000 | 153,000 | 1,079, 6.7 T 19.1 7.4
102 Ni Falls Power Co. . 2] 115000 |.-.oo--.--.. 115,000 | 268,000 | 1,104, 5.1 3.5 52.5

97,408 { New York Central & Hudson 4| 22,3% 70, 800 93,125 | 290,325 | 1,287, 4.1 36.3 56.6
International Paper Go ..... 10| 75,180 17,025 92,205 | 365,505 | 1,379, 41 45.7 60.7
411 | Pennsylvania R. R. Co ;1 iR ae] 74,700 74,700 | 365,505 | 1,454, 3.3 45.7 &

72 KlngsCmntyElactric Light & Power Co. ghacrs 74,670 74,670 | 365,505 | 1,529, 3.3 5.7 67.3

145 | Stone & Webster.................ccoaonenn 4 45, 800 9,000 54,800 | 411,305 | 1,583,920 5.7 2.4 51.4 60.7
5 | Aluminum Co. of America................ 2 40,000 |......cconnn 40,000 | 451,305 | 1,623,920 5 1.8 56. 4 7.5
104 3 Imrt & Ontario Power Co 1 40,000 |. 40,000 | 491,305 | 1,663,920 5 1.8 6.4 733

53 | General E Co. o 3 31,000 |. 31,000 | 522,305 | 1,604,020 3.9 1.4 65. 3 4.7

25 | Cohoes Co. .......... 2] e=g0,000:k 27 o 30,000 | 552,305 | 1,724,920 3.7 1.3 [ 76
387 | Hi & : i A e A 24,000 24,000 | 552,305 | 1,748,920 I.......... El 69 g |
164 | Utica Gas & E 5 11,800 11,000 22,800 | 564,105 | 1,771,720 1.5 1 70.5 78.1
418 | St. R Co. 5 19, 800 2,500 22,390 | 583,905 | 1,704,110 2.5 1 73 79.1
158 | United Gas & Electric Corporation of Connecticut. 2 500 18, 440 18,040 | 584,406 | 1,813,050 .1 .8 73.1 70.9
432 | West Virginia Pulp & Paper Co 1 9, 550 8, 800 18,350 | 593,955 | 1,831,400 1.2 .R 74.3 B0).7
160 | United Gas Impmvemnn Co.. 3 350 15,720 16,070 | 594,305 | 1,847,470 |.......... 7 74.3 Bl 4
319 | Municipal sta T 48 3,155 10,721 13,876 | 597,460 | 1,861,346 4 .6 LT 82

All other st.ntions ................................. 335 A 207, 464 409,534 | 799,530 | 2,270,880 25.3 18 100 100
i e e 449 |1 799,530 (11,471,350 |1 2,270,880 |.........- Sl 100 100 =
Central stations and electric railways, 1912........|..........] 530,021 | 1,282,808 | 1,BI3,529 |........c|eeveesenrcnadicncnnnnafonnnacencdiciiiens ovinnnnns

NORTH CAROLINA.

61 | Southern Power Co...... 4 30, 000 38,010 68, 010 30, 000 68, 010 30.3 37.6 30.3 37,
Carolina Power & Light Co..... ] 44,400 7,725 52,125 74,400 120,135 44.8 28.9 75.1 66. 08
46 | North 3 7580 s i 7,530 , 930 127, 7.6 4.2 82.7 70.5
Southern Public Utilities Co.. 2 2,100 3,350 5,450 , 030 133,115 2.1 3.0 8.8 73.7
71 | Tidewater Power Co...... b 3 R 5,000 5,000 , 030 138,118 |....c.iL. 2.8 84.8 76.7
3 4,300 4,300 | 84,030 142, 2.4 8.8 78.5
131 ds Power 00......cccccueene 1 [ 711 AR e 4,100 88,130 146, 515 4.1 3 BR.9 819
127 | Erwin Cotton M ) 2,087 1,240 3,277 90, 167 149, 792 &3 1.8 91.0 83.2

51 'Piedmnnt Railway & Electric Co.. . 5 U e 2,500 2, 500 90,187 152,202 |. 1.4 91.0 84.0

49 mh&rnilnal’nblic&ervieeﬂo P PSR 2,480 2,480 90, 167 154,772 |. 1.4 91.0 85.14

24 ()Ecal. == R v : o [l Ml 2,200 2,200 90, 167 156,972 |. 1.2 910 87.8

werl'_‘o .......... 1 iR e 1,950 92,117 922 2.0 Tl 93.0 88.0

60 B?em tain Mills. . asspessn 1 L e T 1, 000 93, 117 159, 922 1.0 -5 9.0 88.1

28 ectric Light Co. MEli:abethCity ......... = L) e 1,000 1,000 93,117 160,922 |.......... .5 9.0 80.6

77 | Municipal stations..........ccenetecucesenen - 49 1,085 8,923 9,958 9, 152 , 880 1.0 5.5 95.0 .1

Allotherstations. ........cccuiiciainiaanaiaaaaaas 51 4,953 4,793 9,746 99,1 180, 626 5.0 5.4 100.0 100.0

....................................... 131 | 299,105 281, 521 2 180, 626 |. Wadnues 100.0 100.0
Central stations and electric railways, 1912........ A 60, 151 233, 56 B ) SRS MERCIRR ST P P REREE A P RS R
NORTH DAKOTA,
2 ‘H‘ lrl B & Co 6, 950
13 | Hisghes Eleottle Co 1,200
32 Otw Taﬂ Power Co 600
37,44 | United States Recllmat!on Serﬂee and. mlmidpa.l
stations. . 4,212
All other stations. . srseeeessasesesiisieace. , 853
....................................... 80 80 18, 845
Central stations and electric railways, 1912........ 1[99 - 16, 249
OHIO.

47 | Central States Electric Corporauun... sasssasanses Al LT e 135, 700 135, 700 . T ) e 18.1
387 | ¢ hio Traction Co.. = B Pt 65, 611 85,811 |.......... - & i FERRaRed 26.8

%% | Doherty Operating Co..... 4 1 1,700 63,735 65,435 1,700 8.7 845 35.5

62 | Columbia Gas & Electrie Co... 11 38,930 38,930 1,700 52 8.5 0.7

68 | Columbus Railway, Power & Lig e Bl 34,670 34, 670 1,700 4.6 8.5 45.3
182 | Northern Ohio Traction & Light co ...... 3 2,270 31,000 33,270 3,970 4.4 19.9 49.7
184 | € hio Electric Railway Co..... 6 700 27, 800 500 4,670 3.8 3.4 53.5

37 | Cleveland Railway Co.. 4 I 27,100 1100 4,670 3.6 23.4 57. 1

4 | American Gas & Electrio 11 25, 405 , 405 4,670 3.4 23.4 60. 5

78 | Dayton Power & Light Co. (] 20,120 20,220 4,770 27 23.9 63.2
203 | Republic Railway & Light Ci 2] 186,330 16,330 4,770 2.2 3.9 65.4

58 | Clev , Bouth 3| 14,750 14,750 4,770 2 2.9 67.4
103 | East Liverpool Traction & Light Co. 3 14,100 14,430 5,100 L9 5.5 69.3
238 | United Service €0......ovveaen-.. 5 10,160 11,820 6,730 1.6 33.7 70.9
249 | Western Ohio R. R. Co. i 1 11, 11,330 | 6,730 15 33.7 724
147 | Lake Shore Electric Ry. Co......ccucniicnnnanaea. 1 11, 11,000 6, 730 LE 33.7 73.9

64 | Columbus, Delaware Harim Ry Co b 4 9, 9, 660 6, 730 L3 33.7 75,2

28 | W. 8. Barstow & Co... 3 6, 6, 890 6,730 .9 33.7 6.1

24 | Auglaize Power Co.. ] T I P S 6,666 | 13,306 .9 67.1 i

74 | Commonwealth Puwar, Ra:lny & nght Co ...... 1]. i, 000 6,000 | 13,306 .8 67.1 7.8
260 | Municipal stations. . S 114 55, 759 55,934 13,571 7.5 68 85.3

ATHothor stationa, . . o e o dravas s np e T 205 103, 709 110,086 19,048 449,'4'37 32 1.7 100 100
- e ISR s M P 395| 19,048| 720,780 | 749,737 |.......... Reshely 100 A LM R
Central stations and electric railways, 1012.........]..........| 10,600 650, 657 T o T ) FRERTRARERR AR ERE S SRS RS i ee
OKLAHOMA.
9 b} ST PP AR Bty 17,215 Py B S 244

48 Mlddlo &ut tilttiaﬂ Co... v f X 10, 690 1,200 15.2 68.2 39.6
138 | Oklahoma Railway Co... h A 5, 5, 1,200 85 68.2 48.1

3 | American Public 21 2,125 2,15 1,200 3 68.2 511
1 Totals inctude 181,238 water horsepowsr and 34,026 steam horsepower; total, 215,264 horsepower used in man.ul&ctures
 Totals include e.zm water horsepower and 1,365 steam horsepower, total 3,25‘2 horsepower used in mamufacturing.
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'I'ABI.E 3.— Concentration er development in the several States, showing amounts of waler power, steam an eer, and of total power controlled tain corporat,
Hpow mbymuntdpmtm in horsepower and in ﬁwmtr—'t‘.'m:t.i""mz1 y . by Ertain s

Individual totals. Cumulative totals, | 10dividual percent-| Cumulative per-
AEl ages. centages.
encs -
Ders. doreiteens Numbet | yater |Steam and Water Wat an | w
y a A 3 a er fater All
ﬂlti::- power. | gas power. | A1 POWer. | socop [ Allpower. | ower | power. | power. power.
OKLAHOMA—Continued.
18 | Choctaw B.:n‘lwn &L Co...
64 | Bouthwestern C [ﬁccms
6 | Ardmore Ire, 1. AC& Tower 0o
63 | Shawnee Gas & Electric Co. ..
24 | Doherty Operating Co. .
75 | Municipal stations. ...
All other stations..
Total......
Central stations and electric railways, 1912.........
OREGON. |
E. W. Clark & Co. M Corporation. ....... e 11| 50,000 52.3 51
o4 Crown-wmameuoPm-. 3| 2624 A on7| 65t
14 | California 5| 11,100 5 48 0.7
|4 s i 30| N8| - ml
19 1| 5000 23 841 80,8
31 5 3,700 L7 6.4 82.5
81 | Municipal stations.. ... g b0 22 89,4 8.7
. 153|100 100
Total 156, 763 T P
Central stations and electric railways, 1912, e RORE ) (T N ! P ] aese SIS e
PENNSYLVANIA.
88 | The Philadelphia Co.............. 10 e SR ReR 16,2
85 | Penns; YnnhWat.ar&!‘uwet 2 1L90 0 21
n . 305 hi]mi‘;l Rapid Transit Co.. 5 10.6 i 8.7 |
60 | Lehigh &Mvigauan Co. 4 7.6| a2 16.3 '
8 | American Water Works & E 11 5 3.2 51,3
19 | W. 5. Barstow & Co. (Ine.). 10 49,200 5 4.6 56.3
6 | American Gas & Electric Co. .. 1 35,800 | 125,787 3.6 4.6 5.9
116 | United Gas & Electric Corporation of 3 22,020 | 125,767 23 74.6 822
134 | York Haven Water & Power Co izl i 20,000 | 145,767 2 6.5 64,2
75| Donn Central Tight & Powor 8 0 | 149500 e
] enn « ro R, 1 767 1.8 & s
125 | H. D. Wal & Co.. 2 14,500 | 148,017 L5 g*::.; .3
98 | Philadelphia Electric C 2 13,920 | 148,017 Ld 87.9 70.7
49 | Erie County Electric C 1 11,770 | 148017 1.2 87.9 7.9
ml’ i\lmeﬂeanm : st:st g:s 4!1? }é’% ﬂg.sn Tt 88,2 73
L1 pal . , D55 L6
All other stations. . 243 252,334 | 168 25,4 15‘%5 1;3'5
T R 350 | 168,533 | 826,528 | 995,061 |........ .| ......... I :
Central stations and electric railways, 1012.... 2.2 L.....0_ T e [ o B I el WS e AESS s et
RHODE ISLAND.
6 | New York, N o Haven & TTudson River Ry. Co.. 1 46,000 48 48.5
3 | Narragansett ic ting Co......... 3 i . k
1 uamdnmn ”g;s 2 23131&:3 3 287
7 swne&Webstar, ....... 3 6,650 9.6 98.3
12 | Municipal stations. 1 e ety 2,485 93, 300=01L I i3 98.3
All other stations_ . 2| 1,625 1,625| 2485 94,820 ). ........ 1.7 100
Total....... 12| 2,485 02,335 R ) ORI, e
Central stations and eieciric railways, 191 P e b R 6 R e eyl Sl gt i
SOUTH CAROLINA.
34 | Southern Power CO............... s ese 36,850 | 127,85 5 5
12 | Columbia Ry., Gas & Electric Co... . ] 1%’% 120, 180 s 1 or.8 o
, 83 : 70, 180 1.5 12.2 67.8 62.2
3 | Southern Pu uwummm--.... 18,130 | 170,150 |  188.330 7.2 6.6 75.0 68.8
n South Carolina Puwerr&R.ailwaysOo 16,000 | 182,150 204, 330 5.3 5.9 80.3 74.7
il Pelzer Man 11,000 | 188,650 | 215,330 2.9 4 3.2 78.7
4 8,000 | 196,650 | 223,330 35 2.9 86.7 S1.6
i 6,670 | 196,650 | 230,000 |......... : 2.4 86.7 84
43 5,000 | 201,650 ' 235,000 2.2 L8 8.0 85.8
3 5,000 650 | 240,000 2.2 1.8 a1 97.6
0’ 4,650 | 211,300 1650 2 i7 3.1 0.3
: vl aom| ma G U E B
pic 1mummgco 2,750 | 218000 | 253,000 0 1 90,4 92.3
AT ot et Vior g R <02 EEREN MR A N ok S
G s 7 :
Central stations and siecério railways, 1813, . e e e o TG T8 BSREE S
SOUTH DAEOTA.
ig Homesw!-eHinlngcﬂ-..--m---....... . 175 6,400 6,225 6,400 47.8 13.5 47.8 13.5
(& | H M Byllesby &Co oot 3,740 5,805 | 8.200 2,205 158 2.2 63.6 2.7
Consolid ower ght Co. of South Dakota. . 4,670 5670 | 9,260 17,875 7.7 1.9 71.3 37.6
20 | Dakota Power Co.............. .. 530 !
| e foe: e o 4 3,080 [ 11,840 20, 955 196 6.5 90.9 441
i e o G TR 2om |  sove| oss| e[| se| wet| "
> ] ] 1 ’ .
Central stations sad siestsio raiiways, 193,100 N el W e
! Totals include 20,400 waler horsepower, and 5,930 steam horsepower, total, 26,350 horsepower, used in manufactures.
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1 Totals include 28
2Totals include 17
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TABLE 3.—Concenfration of power deselopment in the 1 States, of waler pmoer, steam nndwupomr and of total pewer controlled by certain corporations
and by mnm‘cipamiea, fn horsepoicer mdpi?‘ per cent—Continued. g o el
Todividual $sials. Cumulative totals, | Pdividual percent-| Cumulative per-
Teefer: ages. centages,
&m"umm Name of company. Number| oo e 2 .y o
a m an ater ater All Water All
?i{u;!“.:.- power. | gas power, | A1l Power. power. |Allpower.| socer | power. power. | power.
WASHINGTON.
62| Stone & Webster...._.......... 1| =530 123,460 | 85,300 | 123,460 25.8 20.1 5, ;
£3 | Washington Water Power Co. ... .... 4| 92,000 108,900 | 178,200 | 232,360 28 25.6 88 w1
59 | Spokane & Inland Empire R. 1. Co... 1| 20,000 198,200 | 232, [ 4.7 50.8 50.4
1| American Power & Light C0........... 1| 13888 19,824 | 212,088 |  272)184 4.2 a7 64 4.1
46 | Northwestern EIectric €0 ... .oreeonsoesssennssns 1| 18,000 ¢ 230,088 | 290,184 5.4 42 69.4 68.3
53 | Olympic Power Co ¥ 1| T9.600 9,600 | 239,688 | 299784 2.9 2.3 72.3 70.6
114 | Great Northern Railroad Co...veueen.-. PR 1 8, 500 8,500 | 248,188 308, 2.6 2 74.9 72.6
38 | Lewiston-Clarkston Improvement Co. . 1| 3300 1330 5,630 | 251,488 | 313,014 1 1.3 75.9 73.9
i Yalay (o S Eleoa O bl i il emetsiinl kel memsl wmasl. ap M Tl n
25 | Federal Light & Traction Co. . ....oooomnsss il b e R 3,500 | 2600288 | 326,214 |.......o.. 8|  w®s 6.
81 | Washington-Oregon Corporat 2 970 2,000 2,970 | 261,258 | 320, = i 78.9 75
.98 nn:;ticl{p::rg‘mhm.... ....... 2/ 54310 ﬂ;ﬁ 67,900 5,768 | 307, 144 16:3 6 | 84 s
................... 116 | 331,134 93,720 S e am 1 RSk
Cenirnlslalinnsanddaclrterallwnys,1912.......-‘..‘...... 269, 641 72000 | aaron |l Eesetan U Pyl s ‘.J? .............
WEST VIRGINIA.
53 | Virginia Power Co......ccvuccnnansnscans e Gae e b g e v 20, 000 20,000 ;0 20,000 {.......
26 | General Utitities OPErating 0o, o s eesoommmmess .. | s 13, 300 15900 Lo v 0| 100 '
1| American Gas & Electric (0. ...oeomrosonsonesnsos Y R el 12500 12,500 |00 45,800 |110000000 Pl 33
74 | Union Carbide Co............ U R e e e 11,730 |11, 750 57,550 9.4 8.4 4.4
7| W. 5. Barstow & 00, (ID0.Y. « o vesseremmmsrnennenns ] e 1,000 11,000 [ 11,750 68,550 |.......... 7.9 9.3
5 AmwicanWslerWar &E!eclrlcco.{lnc.)...... > J BoALAT e 9,102 9,192 11,7 it 3 PRSI 6.6 55.9
6 Noﬂhern\?h‘ﬁlnh 2|4 2,833 7,58 [ 16,500 85,325 5.4 1.3
3 Amarimn ysco IS Sheoei 6,670 6,670 | 16,500 0L905 ... ... 48 66.1
14 By'llssb &Co....... ....... FESEEE 6,050 ;050 | 16,500 T 4.3 0.4
6 | G ted Coal Co TR Vo5 e e g v g e 8 R mel 6,000 6,000 | 16,500 | 104,045 |...... 10 43 T
nr:lmb Pmm'co 1 : 2,000 4,250 | 15,75 108,295 1 3 7.7
o e B S IR B 1B :
smsssarsessssssssaansnsans S e ot 4. 0.1 b b 3
73 | Sheandoah Pulp 00... -vexororosrosses 1| 2,000 L0500 2,000 230150 | 116,695 8.4 14 2.7
31 | Kanawha Traction & EI6CtTic €0 ... aenensensens T e i 1000 2,000 23,150 | 118,695 ). ......... 1.4 8.1
61 | Municipal SEHOMS . .. ve.eneasssssessesssonoensons et 1,755 1.7 23,150 | 120,450 |.2010000 1.3 86,4
T ey e e S 47 637 18313 18,950 | 23,787 | 139400 2.7 13.6 100
Al iyl Cngsis | ymiaee |l nn :
Cmtmlstathmnndelectricrailwsys.1912.............‘...A. 6,036 f 68,9025 |11 ] B .......ft.’?..,....fc.".]...‘IIIZZII:ZZZZZZZZ'.'.
‘WISCONSIN,
1M North AmSticAn €0; ... cv.heurasnsrsrsnravssmssnsn 9 450 12,355 12, 805 5 3 5.5 3.5
H. M. Byllesby & Covn.r oo 4 | B~ w0 imes| wsl B ou? e
197 | W RIVEr POWEr C0,........0c0eesennseonns 1| 25000 .00 25,000 | 52,250 | 164,605 10,7 5.6 22.4 37.2
9 | Amarican Public Utilities Co...........0 6| 13,350 695 17,045 |  65.000 | 181,650 5.7 3.8 281 0
% x.ﬁ?;i‘.‘%?}"&ﬁi‘&"“'”“w“" a| 1340 0| sess| oaven| a8 oY B2 us
e e e e o Ay TR g ; : 7.8
American Light & Traction Co.... . 1111l 2| 5,600 1356 11,056 | 101,150 | 2230856 2.4 2.7 ﬁ.l 5.5
167 | Southern Wisconsin Power Co. . ........e ) G5 TR [ 11,000 [ 112,150 | 234,856 .7 2.5 481 53
114 | Nokoosa-Port Edwards Paper Co. . al 10,700 80 10,780 | 122)850 | 245,636 1.6 2.4 52.7 55.4
198 }t:mmwmw‘:gsffiﬁi'&'iﬁ""ba 2 g% 2,470 10,470 | 130,80 | 256,100 3.4 2.4 56.1 57.8
200 [ Wisconsin Traction, Light, Heat & Power Co 1| 20550 | 753%0 E;isau ﬁf% 271,986 1 18 508 ors
88 | Green Bar&msam;.pl&mu.o.......... 1| 6100 900 7,000 | 147,500 | 278,986 2.6 1.6 63.2 6
295 | Combi Locks Paper Co.....cveuee. r 1 6, 100 900 7,000 | 153,600 285, 980 2.6 1.6 65, 8 64.6
g Menasha Woodenware Co...... ‘i' , 600 ‘li,-lmag ‘5,% %,% , 986 2.4 1.6 68,2 66.2
1 ; 200,486 |.......... 1.5 8.2 67.7
321 7 g 5 2
323 | Wisconsin verPulp&Papet(o.‘....... F { g'ﬁ - g’% llg’%‘;g :?l)c‘lf:g 33 ig ‘_Fgg 0.1
209 | Marathon Paper Mills Co........ . ..or. 1 a0 | A 5000 | 17426 | 315142 2.1 11 7. i
202 | Municipal SALIONS. . ... oooreesoon e eeooos 85| 3,143 is0sd| 18177 : 333,319 1.4 i1 " i
All other stations. . ....... . 10T 185 | 56,170 53,207 | 109,377 | 283,569 | 442,606 24 27| 100 100
Total, 324 |1233,560 | 1200127 | 144
Central stations and electric railways, 1012....o.vocleeeeenss .| 94,284 177,779 2:-33& (W el R el e S sty
WYOMING.
Uninnl’aclﬂel’?oal(ln........ ......... N So RN
7 | Federal Light & Traction Co..... s 3'?212 ﬁ'g g
7 p;ml.ght&l’ower(‘-o............. vew| - emlioun 5.2
OO ey :
| STty Ty a2 R e
ntermoun wa t & I'ower Co 3 5 X
18 | Natrona County EIeCtric Cov,r..... rerne oo ere 0 % 0 o
14 | Hot L: ght & Power Co.......... = 200 600 900 &
22 | Bhoshone Electsic Light & Power Corr oo H 400 1,300 g
10,29 lm‘tedﬂmmn.rmynndmnnmnalstauons 2 ST e 1,235 2,164 ;-';;
Allother BEatIORR: . oo coaniiat s e r ot sa i 1 2,285 2,665 | 2,544 100
Total........ e R s 34 14, 936
Contral statious ud siectrie rattways; i ... 2 iy BB SR e e T O M e

1Totals include 74,126 water horsepower and 8,369 steam horsepower; total, 82,856 horsepower used in manufactures,
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TABLE 3— (% ation development in the 1 States, showing amounts of water power, steam and and of total power controlled by certai
. pruw e g b gy e ool oy i g oot e ko s s

UNITED STATES.

Individual per- Cumulative
Individual totals. Cumunlative totals, centages. oents mw ;
No. of
No. Name of company. Eg;;’_ sta- _—
tions. | yyater e Water Water All Water All
dgas | All 5 wer, :
power. ;‘;wﬂ‘ PAWEr. | power, |Allpower | cower | power. power. | power
1| Btone & Wehslar....ccvcicisnssncansanasins 13 62 189, 643 520, 854 340,211 520, Bb4 3.56 6.36 3.58
2 | Commonwealth Edison Co. (Hlino - 1 41 511,150 511,150 340,211 | 1,041,004 3.4 6.36 7.00
3| Co Gas Co. (New 1 8 481 481, 805 340,211 | 1,522,800 | 3.24 8.35 10.24
4 | North American Co...... 3 30 430,377 425,960 345,794 | 1,048,859 2,88 6,47 13.10
5| H. M. B{Il_lasby&(}o ....................... 17 53 160,341 276, 496 461,949 | 2,735 355 1.86 8,64 14.96
6 | E. W. Clark & Co., M 4 36 103, 265, 495 624,279 | - 2,401,060 179 11.68 16,75
7 | Pacific Gas & Electric Co. (California)...... 1 13 h 108, 510 200,620 776,359 | 2,751,670 1.7 14.52 18. 50
8 | Interborough Metropolitan Co, (New York). 1 B S 246, 500 248, 500 776,850 | 2,99%, 170 1.68 14.52 0,16
9 | Publie ice C4 arsey. .. 1 1 [y S S n 232,905 232,906 776,359 | 3,231,075 1.57 14. 52 21.73
10 | Doherty Operating Co....oeeozuemaeecnesnas 14 43 43,100 180, 401 223, 501 819,459 | 3,454,576 1.50 15.33 2323
1
| ] 9 157, 850 47,010 204, 860 309 | 3,850,438 1.38 18,28 24,61
12 3 43 71, 30,374 22,076 | 1,149,011 | 3,861,512 1.36 21.49 25.97
H Bl R 198,025 168,025 1 !49,011 4,069, 537 1.33 2.9 27.30
1 13 117,950 79,300 197,250 | 1,266,961 | 4,256,787 22 1.32 8.7 28,62
15 1 19 7, 8,300 , 000 5 446, 4,444,787 3.36 L7 27.06 20,89
{g 5 2 s h 186, 1,603,491 | 4,631,562 2M 1.25 30.00 3L14
9 17 5,250 181,110 186,360 | 1,608,741 | 4,817,922 .09 1.25 30.09 32.39
18 4 47 70,813 12,160 182,973 | 1,679,554 | 5,000, 806 1.32 1.4 3L 41 33.63
19 1 O A TRl 161, 508 161,508 | 1,679,554 |} 5,162,403 |.......... 1.08 3L 41 .71
g 1 3 153,000 focceeveevnas 153,000 | 1,832,554 | 5,315,403 2. 86 103 84.27 35.74
i5) 1 | SRR 140, 850 140,850 | 1,832,554 | 5,456,253 | .95 .27 36,60
22 | Central States Elwl;rieCormeon{Ohh] e 1 Pl e 135, 700 135,700 | 1,833,554 | 5,591,953 01 34.27 37.060
e Hou[ R BB mE) e e | BE B9
ower P e P ] ] 'y » » ] » .90 .
25 ecl:rz: Co. (Massa-
ch ................................. 1 - 126,300 126,300 | 1,980,354 | 5,987,808 ). . .85 37.21 40, 28
% | W Water Power Co.. 2 5 109, 16,000 125, 200 098,554 | 6,113,088 B85 39.25 4L 11
7| P Water & Power Co..... 1 2 118,000 foioeaniinana 18,000 | 2,216,554 | 6,231,093 .78 41 46 41.00
28 | The Falls Power Co. (NawYurk)--- 1 2 31 ) R 115,000 | 2,331,554 | 6,346,008 L7 i&a 42 67
20 | Western Power Co, (California)..........-.. 1 4 y 38,670 112,000 | 2,404,884 | 6, .78 44, 43.43
30 | Ameriean Gas & ElectrieCo... 5 - AR 109,970 109 970 | 2 6 083 . 44.08 44,17
81 | Philadel Rapid Trmnltco e 1 B R v 105,730 106 730 | 2,404,884 .7l 44.98 44.88
32 | New York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad
e L e R I 3 16 8,050 96,500 | 104,550 | 2,412,934 70| 46 45.58
33 | W. 8. Barstow & Co. (Incorporated) 7 2| 13,475 82,545 06,020 | 2,426,409 .85 45. 46.23
34 | New York Central & Hudson River
road Co 1 4 22,325 70, 800 93,125 | 2,448,734 .62 45. 10.?
85 4 40 22,978 69,221 92,199 | 2,471,712 .62 46. 47.47
36 1 3 25,000 66,700 901,700 | 2,496,712 62 46.70 48.00
g 1 7 72,500 18,920 91,420 | 2,569,213 .61 48,05 48,70
1 5 65, 600 25,330 90,930 | 2,634,812 .61 49.28 40,31
39 9 18 16, 69, 890 86,714 | 2,051,638 .50 49,50 49.90
40 2 - § MRS 85,370 85,370 | 2,651,636 57 49.59 50. 47
4; 2 7 80, 700 700 81,400 | 2,732,336 565 51.10 51.02
4
o 1 4 5,367 70, 500 75,867 | 2,737,708 .51 5L.20 51.53
o 1 B R snarscersns 74,570 74,670 | 2,737,703 .50 5L.20 52.03
1 8 40,150 28,950 69,100 | 2,777 853 A7 51.95 52,50
45 1 LB SR 65,611 65,611 | 2,777,858 4 51.95 52,91
40 1 4 19,000 46,420 65,420 | 2,706,853 A4 52.31 53.38
:; 3 36 4,415 59,026 63, 441 2,801,268 .42 52,89 53.80
1 ;4 W Tt 61,875 61,875 | 2 801 268 .42 52.39 54.22
49 1 2 57 000 4, 670 61,670 | 2,858,268 43 53. 46 54,64
50| C. Co 4 18 10,730 50,728 61,458 | 2,868,908 .41 53.66 55.0%
51 | Pub. Barvioa(}o of Northern Illinois.. s 1 13 5: 55,930 61,230 | 2,874,298 «41 53.76 ob. 46
52 | American Water Warks & Electric Co.. = 3 14 |.. 50,007 59,007 | 2,874,208 - .78 55.56
53 Con.su!ldated Gas, Electric Light & v
(L[l:yhn e = 1 1,000 56,710 67,710 | 2,875,208 .39 53.78 56, 25
54 | Massachusetts 1 I8 v e gL 57,575 57,575 | 2,875,208 .38 53.78 56,63
56 Pillsbu.ry!'lm.t & ol 3 57,500 |.. 57,500 | 2,933,798 .38 54.85 &7.01
58 Wsshlnﬁton way & Electric Co
trict of Columbia).......cconeemecneiininnas 1 ' 9 e 53, 800 53,800 | 2,632,798 fo .37 54.85 57,38
57 KansnsCityRaﬂwn & Light Co, (Misso 1 B e 53, 300 53,300 | 2,032,798 % 36 54,85 57.74
58 ulimPower tCo, tNotthCm—u 1 9 44,400 125 52,125 | 2,977,198 53 «35 55, 68 58.00
59 | American Gas C0..cevvnnnns 5 17 15,525 36,350 51,875 | 2,992,723 .9 +35 55.97 58, 44
g gnlteggéght & Raﬂwaysﬂo £y 2 7 500 50,025 50,525 | 2,093,223 .01 .34 55.98 58.78
Bw Investment Co. (Massachu- »
e L L R 1 4 49,400 |.. 49,400 | 3,042,623 .63 .33 56,91 50,11
62 | Nevada-California Power Co. (California). .. 1 7 37,750 10,670 48,420 | 3,080,373 .70 .33 57.61 5.4
63 | Detroit United RAIWAYS. cvuueeenrucarennnn 1 L U 46,9856 46,986 | 3,080,373 .32 57.61 59.76
64 Go:mdn Power Co....... 1 7 41,750 4,870 46,620 | 3,122,123 | 8,952,496 & 3 53.39 60.07
65 | J. G. White & Co.__ 4 17 20, 880 25, 500 46,479 | 3,143,008 | ,97%,975 .39 .31 58.78 60,38
66 Amsrican Public Utilities Co. .. 3 9 13,350 31,895 45,245 , 156,353 | 0,028,220 .25 .30 50.08 60.63
67 | American Light & Traction Co. 4 5 13,400 31,581 44,984 | 3,169,753 | 9,060,204 .25 .30 59.28 60.98
68 le Traction Co.......... 1 sho 44,130 44,130 | 3,160,753 | 0,113,334 |.......___ .30 .28 6128
69 g::;lnumlipmwmmt(;o ..... 4 9 350 43,611 43,001 | 3,170,108 | ,157,325 .01 - .30 0.2 61.53
70 003
Co. (T 1 1 22,000 |oeivanssanss 42,000 | 3,212,103 | 9,199,325 '] .8 60.08 6L 85
71 | National 2 4 39,350 2,000 41,350 | 3,251,453 | 9,240,675 .73 .28 60. 81 G2.14
2 Iudlannpnlls nght& 4 He ta?ﬁ"x;" 1 > 4] R 40,900 40,900 | 3,251,453 | 9,281,575 |......... .27 60. 81 62. 41
73 n '
{ e cmg) 1 1 40,000 * 40,000 | 3,201,453 | 9,321,575 .75 14 1. 56 (2. 68
74 | Aluminum Co. o srien(an Yﬂrk) 1 2 40,000 “ 40,000 | 3,331,453 | 9,351,575 .75 -7 62.31 2.95
75 | Columbia (}ns& Eleutr!o (Ohio&’ 1 X Aen sk nie s nhck's 38,030 38,930 | 3,331,453 , 400,505 |.......... .28 62.31 63.24
78 | Georgia Light, Power & Railway Co....... 1 3 33,000 4,750 37,750 | 3,364,453 | 9,438,255 .62 .26 62,93 3. 47
77 | Turners Falls Powar Co. (Hama{umth).. 1 2 836,900 |.ovaeninnane 3 3,401,358 | 0,475,155 .69 .24 63.62 63.71
78 | Paecific Lighting Corporation rnia).... 1 R fesomannasn 34,202 84,202 | 3,401,353 | 9,509,357 |.ecenassns .23 63.62 63.04
79 | Columbia Railway, Gas & Electric Co.
(South Caroling).....eeeeesseasnnnnas 1 2 26,000 7,330 33,330 | 3,427,353 | 9,542,687 .48 .23 64.10 4,17
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devel tin the ral States, showing ts of water er, steam and gas power, and of total power controlled by certain cor porations -
RARULS s URerr i P 5 and by municipalities, fnhrupan and in per cent—Continued,
UNITED STATES—continued.
Individual per- Cumulative per-
Individual totals. Cumulative totals, centages. centages,
No. of
~ No. of
No. Name of company. tates. | S8
SIALes. | tions. | yyoter e | Angowe.| Woter |4y power, | Weter | Al | Water [ An
power. power. ‘|l power, *| power. | power, | power. | power,
Northern Ohio Traction & Lighting Co 2 2,270 000 33,270 | 3,429,628 | 9,575,957 0.04 0.22 | 4.4 64.39
81 | United Pro TtﬁesOo.(Cmiﬁolmg.... 1 ] M 33,025 33,025 | 3,429,623 | 0,608,082 1.......... 23| 6414 64,61
& | FederaILight & Tmotion Co.... oo 7 Y Eananinaas 32,373 32,373 | 3,420,623 | 9,641,355 |... 110000 22| 6h14 64.83
- S
| st e i hoeeed Bl mis) sl smetl. g sl =s
United Hiuminating Co. (Connectiout). oy Y Ly e ; 623 : 2
bt GensnlElectricCo:&NmErYork) 1 3 31,000 1....... L.l 31,000| 3,460,623 | 9,735,715 ) 21| ei72| . esa7
88 | Union Carbide Co. (Michigan)..... o 1 1 30,800 |.....ceneeen ,800 | 3,491,423 | 9,766,515 .58 .20 65.30 65. 67
87 | Cohoes Co. (New YOrk)..o..cvuececaceananasn 1 3 30,000 |.....ca..... 30,000 | 3,521,423 | 9, 515 .56 .20 05.86 05.87
Total for 87 corporations.............. 48| 1,042 | 3,521,423 | 6,275,002 | 0,706,515 | 3,521,423 | 0,796,515 | 05.88| 65.87| 65.80 85.87
Municipelstations. | 8| 1e0| "2::1,525| 496, 728, 3,752,048 | 10, 525,024 £.33 4.9 70,19 20.71
All other Stations. _......o.00oeemmsomesons 48 | 4,200 | 1,503,751 | 2,752,367 | 4,346,118 | 5,346,609 | 14,871,142 | 29,81 | 29.23| 100 100
GEanmetall s o s heSie o) TR [ TG e T R T T R e ORI [ e ] O e DR e
Total manufacturing power included. ...... sesn Wit I ot 3 MR Tl B e i S bt o) St o e L
Central stations and electric railways, 1915. /. 4,610,502 | 0,852,238 | 13,962,735 |............|...eeena.. ASTENERE: SRR BT O] =21, ST
Central stations and electric railways, 1912, . ;943,388 1 igany any |20 308 000 T S T Sk e e e e e
Increase 1912 to 1915. .. .| 1,668,114 | 1,100 2,709,036 |..
Percent of increase. . ... 3.2 i1, 19.8

Note.—All but 2 of the corporationslisted hereon, the International Paper Co. (16) and the Union Carbide Co. (86), are engaged in public-service operations.

A more simple and easily undersiood compilation has like-
wise been made for the several States as to who the large
owners are in each State, what per cent of the developed power
they own, what relation it bears to the whole, and it would
seem to me that from time to time students of the water-power
problem, as well as those seeking development in a given State,
would find the following summary of value. It is as follows:

ALABAMA,

One company, the Alabama Traction, Light & Power Co., has 87.9
per cent of the dcvelogzd water power and 57.1 ggr cent of the total
ower of the State, ight corporations control .1 per cent of the
gatnl power, and three of these 98.8 per cent of the water power.
Thirty-four municl}mlltleu have but 0.8 per cent of the water power
and 4.7 per cent of the total power.
ARIZONA.

Five companies control 47.4 per cent of the total power. Only one
of these, the Arizona Power Co., has developed any water power. It
has 26.8 per cent of the total for the State. The greater of the
developed water power is ewned by the United States HReclamation
Service, which, together with two municipalities, has 72,1 per cent of
the water power and 27.6 per cent of the total power,

AREANSAS,

Water power affords but little over 4 per cent of the total power.
Bo far aspodnta of developed water power could be secured, the total
appears to be owned by two companies. Eleven companies control 73.5
per cent of the total power m all sources. The 17 municipal power
stations have no water power and but 9.9 per cent of the total power
in the State.

CALIFORNIA,

Fifteen corporations control 88.6 per cent of the total primary power
in the S‘tntefpnnﬂ 12 control 87.8 per cent of all the deve!opei water
power, Of these the largest is the Pacific Gas & Electric Co., with 20.1

cent of the water power, or 152,080 horsepower, and 20.5 per cent
of the total power, or 260.620 horsepower. Four corporations, the
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., the Pacific Light & Power Corporation, the
Bouthern California Edison ., and the Western Power Co. together
control more than half of both the water power and the total power
in the State. Municipal devglo;;glents comprise 6.3 per cent of the
water power and 4.5 per cent of the total power.

COLORADO.

Eight corporations control 73 per cent of the total power, and five
of thgesn cornpt‘:'ol 77 per cent of the water power. The largest is the
Colorado Power Co., with 45.2 cent of the water power and 24

r cent of the total power. This company, together with the Dohert:

ating Co., the Utah Securities Corporation, and H. M. Byllesby
Co., control 68 per cent of the water power anil 54.4 per cent of the
total power. Ten municipalities own only 1.1 per cent of the water
power and 1.9 per cent of the total power.
CONNECTICUT.

Eight corporations control 92.7 per cent of the devel?ed water
wer. Of these, one concern, Stone & Webster, controls 38.2 per cent.
'our companies, the New York, New Haven & Hartford Ralilroad Co.,

the United INluminating Co., the Hartford Electric Light Co., and Stone
& Webster, control per cent of the water power in the State,
These four, together with 11 cthers, control 87.1 per cent of the total
power. The six municipal plants bave no water power and but 5.6 per
cent of the total power.

The National Pro es Co. controls 81.8 per cent of the total
eleciric-power installation for which data have been . ix
municipalities have 8.5 per cent. Water-power development is neg-

ligible.
FLORIDA.

Two concerns, Stone & Webster and the Florida Power Co., control
99.6 per cent of the developed water power and 32.7 per cent of the

total power, t companies control 58.6 per cent of the total power.
Seventeen municipalities control 26.6 per cent of the total power, but
have no water power.

GEORGIA,

Four companies, the Georgla Railway & Power Co.. Stone & Webster,
the Georgia Light, Power & Rallways Co., and J. G. Whi
control 84.4 per cent of the devel
the total power. Twelve com
E:wer. and 10 of these control 93.7 per

venty-five municipalities own but 0.7 per cent of the water power and
5.2 per cent of the total power. Of the total ower for the State as
shown on the summary table, 5.8 per cent is m;edp in manufacturing, On
:;:rc&t:gt pgr thlg lnc]'lg:}on the peﬂrgentngea of control of strictly publie-

Wer certain ra
e aver | ¥ COTPo ns are greater than the above figures
IDATO,

The Utah SBecurities Corporation controls 48.3
veloped water power and 45.5 per cent of the tota
p:m,‘r_u;‘2 tt‘ggelt!htc;f wittk the Natlonal Securities Co

[ e water power and 67.9 cent of the
tate. The United States Rec]amatiuga&rvice and

control 9.4 per cent of the water power and 8.8
power,

T cent of the de-
power. This com-
atlon comtrol T0.8
total power in the
four municipalities
per cent of the total

ILLINOIS,

Only 20.1 per cent of the developed water power is controlled b
the major corporations. Of the total power, l?nwever. 89.2 cen{
is controlled by 18 public-service co: rations, one of which, &? Com-
monwealth Ed - controls 55.6 per cent of the total develo
power. Elghty-six municipalities, including the Chicago sanitary
trict, have 63.4 per cent of the developed water power and 6 per cent
of the total power.

INDIANA.

Tﬁ;lg Egate Imts ahrelntlvely ;amall
Such development as has been made, 70.5 cent 18 controlled by the
Middle West Utilitles Co. and the Indiana l::&MP.!R: Hlectric Co{ the
former with 54.4 l:lver cent, the latter with 16.1 per cent, Thirteen
corporations control 75 per cent of the total power while 70 munici-
palities have but 2.5 per cent of the water power and 9 per cent of
the total power.
I0WA.

Stone & Webster control 94.1 per cent of the total develogf;l water
ower, equivalent to 474 per cent of the total power in State.
hirteen corporations together control 80.7 per cent of the total power

and five of these 96.1 per cent of the water power. SBeventy munieci-

gauties have 0.4 per cent of the water power and 5.3 per cent of the
otal power.
KANBAS,

The Doherty Operating Co. controls
water power. This company with two others controls 81.4 per cent
of the water power. Seven concerns control 46.7 per cent of Ptfe total
power in the State. Ninety munlci&nl statlons have 1.1 per cent of
the water power and 24 per cent of the total power.

KENTUCKY,

As far as data are available there is no water-power development in
this State by central stations or_ electric railways. Two companies,
the Louisville Traction Co. and H. M. Byllesby & Co., control 60.6

r cent of the total developed steam power. Hleven companies con-

rol 84.7 per cent of the total power, and 18 municipalities 6 per cent.
LOUISIANA.

This State has no water. development of consequence. One
concern, the United Gas & Electric Co tion, of Connecticut, con-
trols 73.4 per cent of the total develnpe?;?wer m all sources. 8ix

companies control 85.1 per cent. ty-five municipalities have B.®
per l::ent of the total for the State. =

MAINE.
Over 58 ger eez;t.hcw water power, of the total

water-power development. Of

59.9 per cent of the developed

wer shown for

the State o in manufa Of the total thus shown
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the largest percenta are controlled by the E. W. Clark Management
Corporation, with 13.4 per cent of the water power and 16.4 per cent
of the total power, and the International Paper Co. with 16.5 per cent
of the water power and 15.9 per cent of the total power. Ixteen
concerns control 91.1 per cent of the water power and 91 per cent
of the total power. ve municipalities have only 0.7 per cent of
the water power and 0.8 per cent of the total power,

MARYLAXD AND DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Water-power developments are of little importance, affording but 1.5
per cent of the total developed power. Nine companies control 94.9 per
cent of the total power, and three of these—the United Railways &
Kleetrie Co. of Baltimore, the Consolidated Electric Light & Power Co.
of Baltimore, and the Washington Railway & Electric Co.—control 78.8
er cent of the total developed power. Seven municipal stations in
Maryland have but 1.1 per cent of the total power developed in the
State and District of Columbia combined.

MASBACHUSETTS.

Nineteen corporations control 83.5 r cent of the total power in
the State, and elght of these control 77.8 per cent of the water power.
Two companies—the New England Power Co. of Maine and the Turners
Falls Power & Electric Co.—control 56.2 per cent of the developed water
power. Thirty-three municipal stations have 0.8 per cent of the water
power and 4.2 per cent of the total power,

MICHIGAN.

Righteen corporations control 79.6 per cent of the total developed
power and 15 of these control 76.2 per cent of the developed water
yower. Two concerns—the North Ameriean Co. and the Commonwealth
‘ower, Railway & Light Co.—control 53 per ¢ent of the t?tal power
and two—the Commonwealth Power, Rallway & Light Co. and the
Unlon Carblde Co.—control 47.6 per cent of the water power. One
hundred and four municipalitics own 5.1 per cent of the developed water
power and 8.8 per cent of the total power. Of the total power for the
State, as given in the summary tables, 4.2 per cent is used in manufac-
turing. ere it not for this inclusion the percentage of control by cer-
tain companies of strictly public-service power would be somewhat
greater than the above figures Indicate.

MINNESOTA,

Twelve companies control 89.9 per cent of the water power and 82.2
per cent of the total Rower. Four of these control T1.9 per cent of the
water power and 65.4 per cent of the total power. One hundred and
fifteen municipalities have only one-half of 1 per cent of the water
power amd 5.7 per cent of the total power.

MISSISSIFPL.

So far as data are available Misslssippl has no water power developed
by public-service corporations. In the total Power there is no marked
concentration, the largest amount controlled -{ one concern—the Gulf-
port & Mississippl Coast Traction Co.—being 14.1 per cent. Forty-two
municipal stations have 25 per cent of the total power of the State,

MISSOURL,

Nine corporations control 86.3 per cent of the total power and one—
the Doherty Operating Co.—vcontrols 88.7 per cent of the water power,
Three companies—the North American Co., the Doherty Operating Co.,
and the Kansas City Railway & Light Co.—control T8 per cent of the
total wer in the State. Six per cent of the total is developed in
municipal stations.

MONTANA.

Four corporations control 97.4 per cent of the water power and 91.8
per cent of the total power., Two of these—the Montana 'ower Co.
and the Amalgamated Copper Co., affiliated concerns—control 94.4 per
cent of the water power and 88.7 per cent of the total power. Municipal
plants have no water power and but four-tenths of 1 per cent of the
total power,

NEBRASKA.

Only 23.6 per cent of the developed water power is controlled by the
major electric power corporations. The most iu!{wrmnt of these cor-
porations are the Omaha Electric Light & Power Co. and the Omaha &
Council Bluffs Street Rallway Co. hese two companies control 48 per
cent of the public-service power in the State, but have no water power,
The T3 municipal stations have 46.8 per cent of the developed water
power and 19.7 per cent of the total power.

NEVADA,

One concern, Stone & Webster, controls 73.6 per cent of the water
power. This company, together with the Utah Copper Co., control 74.1
per cent of the total power In the State. Highteen and seven-tenths
cent of the water power is owned by the United States Reclamation
Service. There are no municipal developments, although one town pur-
chases and distributes power. r

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

Three manufacturing concerns, the Berlin Mills Co., the Amoskeag
Manufacturing Co., and the International Paper Co., have G4 per cent
of the developed water power and 48 per cent of the total power. Four-
teen companies, both manufacturing and public service, control $8.1
per cent of the water power and 55.9 per cent of the total power. Two
municipalities have 0.6 per cent of the water power and 0.8 per cent of
the total power. .
NEW JERSEY,

Less than 3 per ceni of the total power in the State is water power.
Of this amount 87.5 per cent is controlled by two companies, the New
Jersey General Security Co. and W. S. Barstow & Co. Of the total
power, G8.6 per cent is controlled by one concern, the Public Service
Corporation of New Jersey. Nine other concerns together control 17.2
per cent of the total power. Ten munleipalities have 1.1 per cent of the
water power and 0.9 per cent of the total power,

KEW MEXICO.

Water powers afford less than 4 per rent of the total developed power.
Of the total power the Federal Light & Tractlon Co. controls 37.1 per
cent, Elght companies together have UG.Qﬁer cent of the total. he
United States Reclamation Service and certaln municipalities, with four
statlons, have 22.9 per cent of the total developed power.

NEW YORK.
wen corporations control 81.4 per cent of the total developed
power atr,;d lip%r these control T4.8 per cent of the developed water
power. Five companies control over one-half of the total power and two
over one-third of the water power. Forty-elght municipalities have [}ﬁ

per cent of the water power and 0.6 per cent of the total power.

the totals for the State, as appearing on the summary table, nearly
12 per cent 1s power used in manufacturing. If this were omitted from
the totals the percentage of total public-service power controlled by the
five largest corporations would be nearly 60 per cent and of public-service
water power by the two largest water-power companies, 45 per cent.

NORTH CAROLINA.

Two companies, the Southern Power Co. and the Carolina Power &
Light Co., control 75.1 per cent of the develo water wer and
GG.5 per cent of the total power. Eight corporations controlg?i per cent
of the water power, and fourteen 859.1 per cent of the total power.
Forty-nine munlcipﬁiltles have 1 per cent of the water wer and 5.3
per cent of the total power. Since the totals for the State contain a
certailn amount of power used in manufactures, the percentages of
strictly public-service power controlled by the several corporations is
greater than the above figures would indicate.

NORTH DAKOTA.

Water-power development in this State is npil]gihlo. One concern,
H. M. Byllesby & Co., controls 36.7 per cent of the total electric power
in 3 stations, as compared with 22.3 per cent controlled by the United
States Reclamation Service and certain municipalities in 12 stations.

0H10.

Ohlo shows no marked concentration of electric-power development,
although 20 concerns control 77.8 per cent of the total in the Ntate,
and 7 of these have G7.1 per cent of the total developed water power.
One hundred and fourteen municipalities own 0.9 per cent of the water
power and 7.5 per cent of the total power.

OKLAHOMA.

Nine companies control 61,9 per cent of the total power. Water-
power development in the State amounts to but little over 2 per cent
of the total. Sixty-one municipalities have 20.4 per cent of the water
power and 16,7 per cent of the total power.

OREGON,

E. W. Clark & Co. Management Cor|
mette Paper Co. control 67, r cent of the water power and 65.7 %er
cent of the total power in the State. Seven companies control 86.4
ﬂlr cent of the water power and 82,5 per cent of the total Wer.

unicipal plants contain 3 per cent of the water power and 2.2 per
cent of the total power.

ration and the Crown-Willa-

PENNBYLVAXIA,

Fifteen corporations control 73 per cent of the total public-service
power in the State, amd six of these control 88.2 per cent of the water
wer. One concern, the I'ennsylvania Water & I'ower Co., controls
70 per cent of the developed water power. Forty-one municipalities
have 0.3 per cent of the water power and 1.6 per cent of the total power
of the State.
RILODE ISLAND,

Ag far as information is available, Stone & Webster control the entire
amount of developed water power used in public-serviee operations.
Four companics—the New York, New llaven & Hartford Railroad Co.,
the Narragansett Electric Lighting Co., the Massachusetts Lightin
Companies, and Stone & Webster—control 98.3 per cent of the tota
public-service power in the State. There appear to be no municipal de-
velopments.

BOUTH CAROLINA.

One concern, the Bouthern Power Co., conitrels 56.3 per cent of the
developed water power and 50 per cent of the total power. Twelve
companies control $6.4 per cent of the water power and thirteen 92,3
per cent of the total power. The 21 municipal plants have no water
power amd but 1.7 per cent of the total power. As noted in the sum-
mary table for the State, 9,6 per cent of the power Included in the totals
is used in manufacturing. The percentage of strictly public-service
power controlled by the several corporations listed is, therefore, greater
than the above percentages would indicate,

BOUTH DAKOTA,

The Homestake Mining Co. has 47.8 per cent of the total water
wer in the State. Three other companies control 43.1 rer cent, mak-
ng a total of 90.9 per cent for the four. The 17 municipal stations
have no water power and but 5 per cent of the total power.
TENNESSEE.

Two corporationg, the E. W. Clark Co. Management Corporation
and the Chattanooga & Tennessee River Power (o., control 589 per
cent of the developed water power and 625 per cent of the total
power. Five companies control 98.3 per cent of the water power
amd nine companies $92.9 ger cent of the total power. Twenty-nine
municipal plants contain but one-third of 1 per cent of the water
power and but 3.7 per cent of the total power.

TEXAS,

Three companies control G8.5 per cent of the water power, and two
companies—Stone & Webster and the American Power & Light Co.—
control 53 per cent of the total power. Thirteen companies control
77 per cent of the total power. Twenty-one municipalities have 3.3
per cent of the water power and 3.8 per cent of the total power,

UTAIL '

One concern, the Utah Securities Corporation, controls 82.2 per cont
of the developed water power and 84.3 per cent of the total power.
Twenty-two municipalities have 7.4 per cent of the water power and
6 per cent of the total power.

VYERMONT.

Two public-service companies, the New England I'ower Co., of Maine,
and the Ameriean Gas Co., and one manufacturing concern, the Inter-
national Ps*per Co., control 51.6 per cent of the total develo water
power and 44.4 per cent of the total power. Fifteen companies control
90,7 per cent of the water power and 89.2 per cent of the total power.
Thirteen municipalities have 4.2 per cent of the water power and 4.6
per cent of the total power. As noted for several other States, power
used in manufacturing to the extent of 2 per cent of the total has
been included. Were it not for this inclusion the percenta of con-
trol of public-service power by certain corporations would be con-
glderably greater than would be indicated by the above percentages,
or those shown in the summary table for the State.

VYIRGINTA.

Two public-service corporations, the Virginia Railway & Power Co,
and H. M. }{llesb{ & Co.. and one manufacturing concern, the River-
side & Dan River Cotton Mills, control 36.4 per cent of the developed)

water power and 56.9 per cent of the total power. Fourteen com-
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panies control B5.3 per cent of the total . wer, and nine of these

control 80.5 per cent of the water power. een muniecipal statlons

control 6.5 per cent of the water power and 6 per cent of the total
wer,

a1 WASHINGTON. ; |
Two concerns, Stone & Webster and the Wash n Water Power

wer and 54.7 per cent of the
corporati

78.6 per cent of the water
power and twelve T7.5 per cent of the total power. Washington has a
considerable munieipal - development,
16.5 per cent of the water power and 16 per cent of the total power
in the State,
WEST VIRGINIA.

Five companies control 97.3 per cent of the developed water power,
and one concern, the Union Carbide Co., 49.4 per cent. Fifteen com-
ies control 85.1 per cemt of the total power. B8ix muniecipalities
E:.I\I'e 1.3 per eent of the total power, but no water power,
WISCONSIN,

Seventy-four and six-tenths cent of the developed water power is
distributed among 18 corporations. The largest lfemntgs in control
of single corporations are 115 per cent by H. M. Byllesby & Co. and
10.7 per cent by the Wisconsin River Power Co. imilarly T1.2 per
cent of the total developed power of the State is distributed among 19
corporations, the North American Co. having the largest individuoal per-
centage of 25.5 per cent. Righty-five municipalities have 1.4 per cent
of the water power and 4.1 per cent of the total power. The totals
for this State contain a conslderable amount—19 per cent of the
total—of power used in manufacture, hence the percentages of strictly
public-service power controlled by the several eompanies is greater than
the above percentage would indicate.

WYOMING.

Water-power development is of mimor importance in Wyoming, the
total amounting te only 2,544 horsepower. The total electric-power
installation from all sources is less than 18,000 horsepower. Two cor-

ratlons control 44.2 cent of this and nine 77.7 per cent. The

nited Btates Army an mnnlclg:.l statlons utillze 34 per cent of the
water power and 7.1 per cent of the total power.

Again, treating the proposition as a whole, I take it that it
would be of interest to the Congress, as well as fo the American
people, to know the names of 18 of the larger owners of water
powers in the United States. I accordingly set them out below:
. Stone & Webster.

2. Montana Power Co.
Utah Hecurlities Co
E. W. Clark & Co.

. Southern Power Co.

Hydraulic Co. of Niagara Falls.
Pacific Gas & Electric Co.
Pennsylvania Water & Power Co.
Pacific Light & Power Corporation.
0. H. M. Byllesby & Co.

11. The Niagara Falls Power Co.

. Washington Water Power Co.

. G a Railway Light & Power Co.
. New gland Power Co.
. Western Power Co.

. Alabama Tractlon Light & Power Co.

Commonwealth Power, Ba.ilwa & Light Co.
United Railways Investment Co,

I take it that it will likewise be of interest to know that of
the approximately 6,000,000 horsepower now developed, the 18
just above enumerated own 2,356,521 water horsepower, more
than one-half (511 per cent) of the total water power used in
public-service operations in the United States. Of the 18 corpo-
rations named, the first 9 control more than one-third (33.7 per
cent) of the total, and the first 6 more than one-fourth (25.3
per cent).

I hope I display not too much egotism in asking Members in-
terested in water power to consult the hearings held before our
committee. I believe they contain almost the last word, at
Jeast so far as the development of water power has gone. We
had before us the best engineers of this country. We had be-
fore us Hon. Franklin K. Lane, a student and a patriot on this
subject. We had likewise before us ex- Fisher, who
is a well-known authority on the subject. Also ex-Forester
Gifford Pinchot, who is and has been thinking faster than the
iime in which he lives—he has been quite a pathfinder on this
most interesting subject; Dr. George Otis Smiih, head of the
Geological Survey, a thoroughgoing, patriotic man; and Mr.
Merrill, a brilliant student of the subject, from the Agricultural
Department. I think it is not too much fo say the hearings
had before us, taken altogether, are, considering the present
state of power development, the last word on the subject. If
those interested in the subject will read from page 381 to page
385 of the hearings, they will be amazed at the concentration of
capital in water power that has already taken place.

It is as nmear frenzied finance as can be described. No one
would believe such concentration could take place in so short a
time. "I repeat, water-power development began in 1800, just
24 years ago. It is as yet only in its swaddling clothes.

CONCEXTRATION OF CAPITAL IN ELECTRIC DEVELOPMENT,

The Public Lands Commiftee hearings, on pages 381 to 383,
disclose that abnormal, unusual, and almost inexplicable concen-
tration has been going on in the water power of this country.
It discloses that 90 per cent of the developed water power is

uy
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ties and towns owning’

now in the hands of 27 holding companies and 24 operating com-
panies, so interlinked and intertwined with interlocked direc-
torates that it is impossible to separate their interests or to
fathom their power. The total amount of securities held by
these 27 companies is $275,000,000. The names of these com-
panies and much information about them appear on pages
656 to 671, inclusive. I do not call attention to this abnormal
concentration of capital to startle or amaze, but it is a question
worthy of comment and worthy of intelligent thought. It shows
that although this Congress may have slumbered in taking steps
to provide for the development of water power, that capital
and the water-power monopoly have not slept, but have been
active, vigilant, and effective in gaining control thereof.

It may not be out of place to show how nonpolitical this
water-power question really is. It is not a question for my
side of the House to solve, it is not a question for the Repub-
lican side of the House to solve, or for the Progressive Party to
solve, but it is a question for all of the people to solve. I shall
now strive to show you why I make that statement.

If these resources are to be developed, laws must be passed
that are reasonably certain and definite, and such as will cause
capital to undertake the task. They must, likewise, of course,
work hand in hand with conditions that will fully protect the
public interest,

TWO KINDE OF WATER POWER.

First, water power developed on the navigable streams of the
country more or less interlinked with navigation.

Second, water power developed on the nonnavigable streams
where the Federal Government owns the dam site or the public
lands over which the rights of way must traverse. The Adam-
son bill had to do with the former; this bill has to do with the

latter.
WATER POWER A PUBLIC UTILITY,

There was a time when water-power development was con-
sidered a local, private enterprise in which only the local com-
munity was interested and only the local community had to do
with its regulation. This theory has long since been exploded,
and it is now generally admitted to be a public utility by all.

Mr. Chairman, water power produced from falling water is, to
my mind, our greatest natural resource. Unlike coal, oil, gas,
wood, and other fuels, it is not consumed by use. It is a subject
not too small for our best minds to deal with. It is a subject
sufficiently intricate to demand omr best attention. Constitu-
tional lawyers and theorists have in the past differed about it
and upon it, but the people of the country have been inter-
ested in only three things: First, good service; second, what
should be paid for that service; and third, what is to be done
with the money derived from that service. Up to this time no
adequate, well-defined water-power policy has been brought for-
ward and installed. A great and pressing demand for a solu-
tion has been present in the country for the last decade. It
has been postponed already too long; this Congress should act.

To me, as I scan the growth of electrical energy and the
various and multiplying uses of the product, no gquestion com-
ing before Congress has so much reason to expect that our
attention will be riveted upon it. The stability of water power
and the perpetuity of its blessings and beneficent influences can
now be but partially fathomed or understood ; we can but await
in amazement for it fo outstrip our expectations and fondest
hopes. Every line that is Incorporated in this bill should be
analyzed, scanned, and understood by every Member of this
House. What we do here is not for a single year, but for a
term of 50 years. It is thought necessary to scan carefully the
appropriation bills which are but for a single year. This legis-
lation should be scanned 50 times as closely as an annual appro-
priation bill, due fo the tenure of the law. If we make a mis-
take in an annual appropriation bill it is a mistake for a single
year, but if we make a mistake in our water-power policy it is a
mistake for 50 years. Hence, though our constituents might
through generosity condone our error on an appropriation for a
single year, it will require 50 times that generosity to excuse
us for an error we make in our water-power policy, which ex-
tends for 50 years. The subject is of high importance; the
necessity for action is great; further delays are so harmful that
I urge with such earnestness as I have at my command that Con-
gress now take up this task and deal with it carefully, painstak-
ingly, effectively, and correctly. [Applause.]

Mr. this bill was introduced at the beginning of
this session and is identical, save and except a few unimportant
committee amendments, with the bill that was considered during
the summer of 1914 and which passed the House August 24, 1914,
This House at that time passed the bill without any roll call, and
while there was some limited epposition to it, it was very small
on both sides of the aisle,
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The bill this year, as before, receives the hearty indorsement
of the present Secretary of the Interior, the indorsement of the
ex-Secretary of the Interior, and I may say that it received
then and still receives the approval and commendation of the
best students of water power in the country.

Last year we held hearings and for weeks and weeks fook
testimony, to the amount of 771 pages. Bankers and financiers
from New York who financed the existing propositions were
before us; also water-power people who developed these powers
in the West were before us; electrical engineers from all
over the United States were before us, giving us the benefit
of their experience, of their information, and of their knowl-
edge on the subject. The committee spent weeks and weeks
in careful consideration, and brought this same bill into the
House in the summer of 1914. It was then considered by the
House section by section; every conceivable sort of amendment
was offered, and every Member of the House who cared or knew
anything about water power came in to present his views. As
a result of all that consideration, both in the commitiee and
in the House, the bill in its finally completed form passed with-
out a roll call, and, we may say, practically by unanimous
consent.

I’rior to 1901 there was no legislation at all on the water-
power proposition. There were, I believe, some lax rights-of-
way laws which afforded a method of disposing of the lands.
Water-power sites worth millions of dollars were patented as
a part of the homestead and went to patent under the lax
land laws then in existence. On February 15, 1901, 15 years
ago, Congress awoke to the fact that the water-power sites
of the country were slipping away and that something ought
to be done. They passed at that time the so-called revocable
permit law, under date of February 15, 1901, and the debates
that were had at that time show that Congress Intended soon
thereuafter to pass a suitable and fixed water-power policy.
Fifteen years have elapsed and nothing has been done. Each
Congress has convened; each Congress has heard the appeals
of the Secretary of the Interior and the administrative officers
of the Government; each time Congress has heard appeals for
a development and conservation of the water power that is
zoing to waste; and each time Congress has turned them away.
Congress should no longer neglect the water-power situation in
this country. It is a question not too small for the busiest
man to think about. It is one of the biggest, burning questions
of the country. I repeat that prior to 1901 there was little
or no law on the subject. Water-power sites valued at millions
of dollars, now being figured in milllons, with utility boards
tixing the rates, passed into private ownership at $1.25 per acre.

The only other law on the subject is a right-of-way act that
was an amendment to the Agricultural appropriation bill of
Mareh 4, 1911, which had mostly for its purpose the development
of water power and rights of way on forest reserves.

Of the approximate 28,000,000 potential horsepower known to
exist in the United States, only 6,000,000 has been developed,
leaving 22,000,000 horsepower in the United States totally un-
developed and for the time being going to waste.

1 do not know how the House may feel about it, but some say
that we have coal enough to last us an indeterminate period
and therefore we should pay no attention to the water power.
1 deny that that is the correct logic or the correct theory. I
tleny that any such theory will hold water, because coal used as
fuel is totally consumed and can never be used again. It is
not so with water power. When water power is used the water
is neither despoiled in quality or diminished in quantity, and
the falling water making its descent down the mountain side
cin be used from one turbine wheel to another and later used
for Irrigation or domestic purposes on its way to the sea.

Some may desire to know why it is that only 6,000,000 water
power out of a possible 28,000,000 has been developed. I think
it is due to three distinet causes. First, the ineflicient and in-
adequate laws on the subject; second, the control of the market
by securing franchises; and third, to the capital that develops
water power and the concentration that exists among them
which refuses to put any additional capital in for development
purposes and thus place in competition additional capital with
the capital already invested.

As has been said, the bill provides for a 50-year lease and re-
tnins the fee title to the water power in the Government of the
United States. A 50-year term seems to be an agreed term.
Ex-Secretary Fisher, present Secretary Lane, the forest reserve
people, who have had a good deal to do with water power, and
water-power engineers, who appeared before us, all were of the
opinion that by retaining the fee title in the Government of the
United States it would require a term as long as B0 years in
order to get proper development and a proper expenditure of
money. So I think every member of the committee, and every one

who came before us, agreed that the 50-year term was a proper
term. Both Secretaries of the Interior, whom I have mentioned,
and, in fact, every one for the last 15 years by annual report, by
public letter, by public speech and utterance, have urged the
Congress to do something, have urged the several Congresses
to pass a law that will really develop and protect the water
power of the country. I repeat each Congress has heard them

‘and each Congress has turned them away.

Let me leave a few facts with you. Twenty-eight private cor-
porations in the West own more than 50 per cent of the water
power developed in the West. Six of those 28 control 56 per
cent of the water power themselves. In the State of Montana,
and there has been some large development there, one company
owns more than 97 per cent of all of the water power developed
in that State. :

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. FERRIS. Yes.

Mr. STAFFORD, Will the gentleman inform the committee
as to how much of this power is developed and how much is
under their control in undeveloped power ?

Mr., FERRIS. The hearings disclosed that the Montana
company owns 97 per cent of all of the developed. power in
Montana and that they hold almost as much undeveloped hold-
ings in coal storage to head off competition as they have
developed.

Mr. STAFFORD. As to the instance cited previously by the
gentleman respecting the 16 corporations, does that represent
developed power or holdings of undeveloped power?

Mr., FERRIS. They represent developed power, although
they also have large holdings of undeveloped power. The Utah
Water Power Corporation controls over T0 per cent of all of
the power developed in Utah, and the same company owns
about 30 per cent of all of the power developed in Colorado and
20 per cent of that developed in Idaho. They claim to have
and the proofs show that they have large holdings besides that.

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. FERRIS. Certainly.

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Will the gentleman, some
time before he finishes, refer to the proviso beginning in line
22, on page 2, and ending in line 8, on page 3, for the purpose
of explaining it?

Mr. FERRIS, If the gentleman does not mind, I would like
to take that up under the five-minute rule. I am now just
making a few general observations, and I will be glad to take
that up with him later, when we reach it in the bill.

I do not mention these things to alarm anybody; I do not
mention it to inject any unfairnmess into the debate, but I
merely mention it to show the pressing demand that some-
thing be done, so that nineteen or twenty million undeveloped
horsepower do not lie idle indefinitely because Congress fails
to do the thing which it ought to do—to lay down an adequate,
workable water-power policy. The hearings before the Public
Lands Committee disclosed that some few estimated that there
are 200,000,000 potential horsepower in all the States, but I
think that is entirely too high and not borne out by later and
more carefully compiled facts.

A specification has been made up by States of where the
power is located in the United States, and perhaps the House
would like to know where it is. I have incorporated it, but
will refer to it partially here. The North Atlantic States have
2,200,000 horsepower, or 7.9 per cent of the total. The South
Atlantic States have 2,300,000 horsepower, or 8.2 per cent of
the total. The North Central States have 1,700,000 horsepower,
or 6 per cent of the total. The South Central States have
1,500,000, or 5.3 per cent of the total. The Western States
have 20,400,000 horsepower, or 72.6 per cent of the aggregate.

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield? .

Mr. FERRIS. Yes.

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I want to inguire of the gen-
tleman, Who measured this horsepower, who ascertained what
it is, and whether these figures are entirely reliable?

Mr. FERRIS. The figures are from estimates and informa-
tion gathered by the Geological Survey, put in form and com-
piled by the Bureau of Corporations, set forth in their report
of 1912, and also from Moody's Manual and from investigations
made by the Department of Agriculture, which was direeted by
congressional resolution to secure the facts.

Mr. KENT. Aided by the Geological Survey? £

Mr. FERRIS. And, as suggested by the gentleman from
California, aided by the suggestions of the Geological Survey.

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. The aggregate results of these
various investigations are to be found where? In the gentle-
man's report?
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Mr. FERRIS., You can find some of it in our hearings and
some of it in our reports, but you can get the first facts on the
subject, and the facts from which we get these, from the
Geological Survey, in the Interior Department, the Agricultural
Department, from Moody’s Manual, and from the Bureau of
Corporations. I have heretofore incorporated them by tables
and they will appear as part of my remarks.

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. How long has it taken to get
these figures?

Mr. FERRIS. The first water power that was ever bullt,
hydroelectric-power plant in the United States, was in 1890.

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I mean how long has it been
since this investigation began?

Mr. FERRIS. The Geological Survey made a report in 1908,
which was the initial information of value. It has been going
on for a number of years, but this report was brought up to
1912 by the Bureau of Corporations, and even later compiled,
verified, and worked on by Mr. Merrill, the chief engineer of
the water-power division of the Forestry Department. The
greatest credit should be given these departments for their
unstinted work. I, for myself, and my committee make grate-
ful acknowledgement to them for their help on this work.

Mr, HUDDLESTON, Will the gentleman yield for a ques-
tion? :

* The CHAIRMAN. Docs the gentleman yield?

Mr, FERRIS. I do.

Mr, HUDDLESTON.
tlu: State of Alabama separately?

Mr. FERRIS. I had them in the hearings, and I could turn
to them and look them up. I have them of every State in the
hearings, showing the exact amount of potential water power
and the exact development of water power in every State, and,
as I said in the beginning, of course the potential horsepower
is not fixed. The evidence of one engineer would say that in the
State of Alabama there was perhaps a lesser potential horse-
power, while another might say there was a greater horse-
But you can get the best estimate of all potential power
and can, of course, be exact as to developed horsepower. I
have already inserted the figures the gentleman desires, and they
will appear in my remarks.

* Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. The gentleman’s statement and
figures quoted are estimates as to the potential horsepower?

* Mr. FERRIS. Those I gave just now. That is both the
navigable and nonnavigable streams. I want the House at
least to get this fact, that 72.6 per ceat of all water power, both
navigable and nonnavigable streams, is in the western group
of States, and in that group of States the general public has
330,000,000 acres of public lands, and 165,000,000 acres in the
forest reserves, so it is not a matter of minor importance with
which we are dealing. I had called to my attention the other
day the controversy which is going on in the city of Port-
land between the Portland Light & Power Co. and the public
utility board, and I find that the unearned increment on their
plant was put into the utllity board at approximately $11,-
000,000, a site that probably left the Government at $1.25 an
acre. I do not state that figure as a fact. It was obtained un-
der the old law. So it is not too small a question for the best
thinkers on either side of the House to give to the question of
water power. The Committee on Public Lands, without throw-
ing any bouquets to ourselves, stayed here every day during
the holidays, with the exception of Christmas and New Year's
Day, in an earnest consideration of this proposition, and that
is why we are able to bring to you early in the session at least
the result of our best conclusions based on the experience and
opinions we could get. It was not a selfish matter; the com-
mittee has labored wunselfishly and untiringly in the matter.
The only law on the subject of water power is the revocable
permit law passed 15 years ago, which was only intended as a
temporary proposition, and each Congress for the last 15 years
fias refused to do anything more. The great majority of Con-
gress, I think, has been wllling to do it, but they have allowed
other matiers to press in and push it aside; but that should
no longer be done, for this is one of the largest questions with
which this Congress can deal.

© Mr. STAFFORD. Will the geatleman yield for a question?

Mr, FERRIS. I do.

- Mr. STAFFORD. For instance, of the 72.6 per cent of avail-
able horsepower in the Western States, to how much of that per-
centage will this bill extend?

Mr. FERRIS. Perhaps I can not give it, but I would say
that of the total potential water power in the engineering esti-
mates there are 28,000,000, and of that in the whole United
States only 6,000,000 have been developed, leaving from nine-
teen to twenty-two million that is in existence—that is, the

- LAIE——35

Can the gentleman give his figures for

most conservative engineer says that there is in existence nine-

teen to twenty-two million of water power running to the sea
and totally wasted every year, and something ought to be done
about it. .
Mr. STAFFORD. That hardly answers the inquiry I pro-
pounded to the gentleman. |
Mr. FERRIS. I did not intend to evade in any
tleman's guestion.

- Mr. STAFFORD. I am sure of it. I know that full well.
What I desire to ascertain is the extent of the undeveloped or
potential horsepower to which this bill will apply.

Mr. FERRIS. The Geological Survey is of the opinion that
the following is a fairly correct figure:

The following estimates represent essentially the water-wheel in-
stallation that could reasonably be made withont extensive storage in

11 Western States using public lands in whole or in part for the em-
placement of water-power plants :

way the gen-

Horsa-
power re-
main

B

Approximate total...........ccccvvrnnncisnnacaannen
Horsepower remaining undeveloped. .

Developed on publicland. ......iccceviuaiscnannanansnnnan

Of course, in dealing with potentive power figures of differ-
ent engineers will always be at variance, for it is of course im-
possible for each measurement to be the same, taking them at
different periods of the year when the streams’ flow differ. I
will say that three-fourths of the 6,000,000 horsepower now.de-
veloped is on private land and one-fourth of the 6,000,000 now
developed is on public land. Of course, this bill is not intended
to have to do with navigable streams or streams that properly
come under the Board of Engineers in the War Department.
The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Apamson] and the Interstate
Commerce Committee brought in a bill last year, and probably
will again, dealing with that phase of it. YWhat we are trying
to do, gentlemen, is to bring in a bill that will serve the interests
of the public and at the same time will get more development
of the power sites on the public lands and in the forest reserves
in the West that are now lying idle and dormant.

Mr. ADAMSON, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FERRIS. I do.

Mr. ADAMSON. There is one matter—I suppose I could
look it up as easily as the gentleman, but it is easier for me
and the members of the committee if I ask the gentleman——

Mr. FERRIS. I will answer if I can.

Mr. ADAMSON. In regard to the large amount of water
power on the public domain, does that consist mostly of small
water-power possibilities, or are there many large propositions
on the Federal domain?

Mr. FERRIS. I think ybdu will find it is both kinds. Prior
to 1901 we allowed water-power sites, dam sites, to go to patent
as parts of homesteads. In other words, the qualified home-
steader could step up to the land office and say to the register,
“ I desire to file on the northwest corner of section 32, township
3 north, range 15, and he had the right to file on it. Fourteen
months thereufter he had the same right to go back to that
same register and pay $1.25 an acre and offer proof of resi-
dence and get title to it. So this water-power site, worth mil-
lions of dollars, could go fo patent and private ownership, be-
yond control, beyond effective regulation, and without any com-
pensation to the Government or the community other than to
the Iucky fellow who chanced to acquire it.

Mr. ADAMSON. I think the gentleman misunderstood my
question. I earnestly desire the development of the water
power of the United States, because I believe that the pros-
perity of our country depends more largely on that than on
anything else.

Mr. FERRIS. 1 know the gentleman does.

Mr. ADAMSON. And what I want to know is, and what the
members of the committee want to know is, are there many
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large possibilities on the public domain; are the possible de-
velopments mostly small gnes? !

Mr. FERRIS. I wish to say that Washington City to-day has
a number of people trying to get authority to go ahead and
improve them, and some of them are large ones. The topography
is rough, the falls rapid, and there are both large and
ones,

Mr. ADAMSON. Are they not mostly small possibilities?

Mr. FERRIS. I should say so; but as to horsepower, I
should say not. There is 72.6 per cent of the total power in the
United States in the 17 Western States.

Mr. ADAMSON. What proportion of the sites?

Mr. FERRIS. I will put in my remarks the status of de-
veloped and undeveloped horsepower, and I think it will serve
the gentleman.

Mr. ADAMSON. I am talking about what are not developed.
How many undeveloped sites are there on the public domain
where could be developed 40,000 or 50,000 horsepower?

Mr. FERRIS. I will put in my remarks by States, so the
gentleman can see it. Of course the engineers differ some in
totals, but we can get at it pretty closely.

Mr. KENT. In reply to the gentleman from Georgia, I will
state that when we talk about our sites representing 40,000
horsepower, or upwards, those are extremely large. I do not
believe, from my knowledge of the work of those who have
estimated these power sites, that they have taken into account
the vast number of small power sites suitable for the domestic
needs of a small community or a small group of people. I do
not think that the gentleman will find that those are estimated
at all, and there are immense nambers of them. When he talks
about 40,000 or 50,000 horsepower he is getting into large
figures, and I do not think there are many of those on the public
Iands,

Mr. STAFFORD. Will my colleague yield? In my recent
visit to California my attention was called to a large number
of water powers in the Yosemite National Park held by some
private companies and not developed. Can the gentleman from
California give us some estimate of the undeveloped water
powers in his State to which this bill will not apply by reason
of their entry under the act of 19017

Mr. KENT. I can not.

Mr. FERRIS. I will put in my remarks the developed and
undeveloped power by States. The measurement will be by
horsepower rather than by sites.

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. In the present state of the
science, can the gentleman tell how far water power can be
transmitted practically by electricity? Can he tell how far it is
being transmitted?

Mr. FERRIS. We have the judgment of the best engineers
in the country in these hearings. And, if the gentleman will
pardon me, I will say that that is constantly being improved
upon by storage batteries. When hydroelectric power was in its
infancy it was thought that they could only carry it a short
distance. They are constantly enlarging that, and that is one
of the very matters that causes engineers to differ as to the
total potential power in the country. .

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. What is it now? About how

much?
About 300 miles; or, between two and three

Mr. FERRIS.
hundred miles.

Mr. KENT. I wish to say that the original high-potential
development occurred in California. The whole thing was based
on high voltage, and at the beginning of the development they
found that they could successfully economically transmit power
200 miles under very high voltage. They have continually in-
creased the voltage, and therefore decreased the waste, and
thereby extended the length of feasible transmission.

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I have recently read that the
limit was 200 miles.

Mr. KENT. It was more than that.

Mr. FERRIS. Some of the engineers give it as 200 miles, and
that was in my mind, but I repeat that that is the very thing
that modern science is experimenting with, to halter this power
and ecarry it to where they can use if.

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. As to Niagara, can the gentle-
man tell us how far that power is being transmitted?

. Mr, FERRIS. I guess it is not transmitted at all on this
side, but is being used on the other side. I am not familiar with
that. It does not come under the jurisdiction of our committee.

Mr. STAFFORD, On both sides it is being transmitted more
than 100 miles. .

Mr. FERRIS. I am not the best evidence on that, because we
have nothing to do with Niagara. That is being investigated in
another committee and is not under our jurisdiction, I do not
| p_retend to know much about power at Niagara.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit an
interruption?

Mr. FERRIS. I will.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I would like to ask the gentleman
from Michigan how far it is from Niagara Falls to Detroit?
I ask him that question because before the Committee on Foreign
Affairs it was repeatedly said that a proposition was then
pending before the Canadian Parliament to permit a company
to get its water power at Niagara Falls in order to supply elec-
tricity to run the street cars in the city of Detroit.

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Well, I would simply guess
that the distance is something like 200 miles across. I do not
know the exact distance.

Mr. FERRIS. I think you will find that that is the distance

_that the engineers say you can carry it successfully. I am in-

formed it is being carried 600 miles in California, but I do not

know how practical it is.

5 Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I have ridden over it many
mes.

Mr. FERRIS. One of the questions that we shall have to
fight out in committee, and shall probably have to fight out here
in the House, is the question of whether or not the Federal
Government owning the site and the State owning the water,
we have the right to charge for the use of the water in the State.
Now, there are many patriotic men in the West, conscientious
men, and men of careful thought, who contend that the Federal
Government ought not to charge anything because the States
admittedly own the water and the Federal Government owns the
site, asserting that to charge anything would impose a burden
upon the people. : :

Our committee, I wish to say, has adopted no such view. No
department of the Government has adopted any .such view.
Every department is of opinion that, at least, a sufficient charge
ought to be made at the inception of the work to maintain and
hold control in the Federal Government, so that the water-power
sites may not get away into the hands of private companies
which could and probably would oppress the people by extor-
tionate prices. For example, in the State of California, where
water-power development has gone on apparently faster than
in any other State in the Union, two companies own 57 per cent
of the water powers in the State of California. A single water-
power company in the State of California furnishes power to a
dozen cities for light, for traction lines, and for power.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington.. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Oklahoma yield
to the gentleman from Washington?

Mr. FERRIS. I do. . :

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The gentleman stated that
two companies owned 57 per cent of the water power in the State
of California. Does the gentleman mean the power that has
been developed, or the power that is as yet undeveloped?

Mr. FERRIS. I mean 57 per cent of the developed power. It
is also true that they own some undeveloped power to protect
their investment. :

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I have often seen the state-
ment made in regard to water powers in my own State, to the
effect that two companies own 75 or 80 per cent of it, or a large
proportion of it. They do own that percentage of what has
been developed, but that is only a small fraction of what can
be developed, which has not yet been developed.

Mr. FERRIS. I have the figures, and I will insert them in the
Recorp at the point where I dealt with this subject, The gen-
tleman’s question was very timely. The two companies I ref
to own 57 per cent of the developed water power in the State o:
California. They also own a lot more which is undeveloped,
which is held in cold storage, so fo speak, for the future, for
the purpose of beating down competition.

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Oklahoma yield
fo the gentleman from Georgia? ;

Mr. FERRIS. Yes.

Mr. ADAMSON. I wish to ask the gentleman a question
upon the point that he was discussing before he was inter-
rupted by the gentleman from the State of Washington [Mr.
HuarpHREY]. The gentleman from Oklahoma claims that the
Government has the right to charge for its property?

Mr. FERRIS. Yes; I do. i

Mr. ADAMSON. But the gentleman concedes the sovereignty
of the State within its territories as to regulation of utilities?

Mr. FERRIS. Yes; with regard to charges of royalty in the
States, but we expressly disclaim the right to override the
State laws in regard to water or the distribution of power
where they have a public ufility. We also disclaim any intent
to override the irrigation laws, or to trample upon the rights
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of the West in any way; but on the other hand, with egual
force we maintain that it is no part of the duty of Congress
and no part of the duty of the Federal Government to sit idly
by and let a few corporations in a single State control all the
Government water powers and thus enable them to charge what
they will to consumers to run street car lines, vehicles, to light
the streets, and to supply power to homes and industries. It
behooves the Congress to see to it that that is not done. Of
course, if the property is in private ownership the Government
is helpless, but surely we have rights where the power is de-
veloped upon Government land.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. BMr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield for a question?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Oklahoma yield
to the gentleman from Washington?

Mr. FERRIS. Certainly.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Is it contemplated that this
conirol which the Federal Government is to exercise over the
water power within States is ever going to get back to the
States themselves?

Mr. FERRIS. As to these Government sites, it is not so con-
templated, and I would not support this legislation if it did
contemplate that. I am not in favor of allowing the power
sites that belong to the Federal Government, a subject which is
so susceptible to monopoly, ever to pass into the hands of
private individuals, whereby they could be used to oppress and
torture the people who need light and service at their hands.
1 o not believe you could get four votes in behalf of that propo-
sition in this House, It has been urged here before and always
voted down, irrespective of who urged it.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Then in that case will not
the State become half Commonwealth and half Province?

Mr. FERRIS. Oh, that is a thing that we hear on the stump
aml read about in the newspapers. But what are the facts?
The facts are that when you are dealing with power companies
vou are not dealing with States or States’ rights; you are deal-
ing with greedy, thrifty corporations and companies whose net
earnings usually reach into the millions every year. I have
already incorporated their centralization and earnings in my
remarks, If the gentleman will observe them, he will observe
they are not so downtrodden.

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington. May I ask if the gentleman
is aware of the fact that a large power plant in the northwest
corner of the United States has gone into bankruptey within
the last few weeks? Will not the gentleman admit that it
costs something to develop power in most of the States?

AMr. FERRIS. Does the gentleman think that good argu-
ment? I can eite the gentleman to the names of railroads that
are in the hands of receivers. Yet the gentleman would not
undertake to claim that because some railroads may get into
the hands of receivers for that reason they should all go free
of taxes and proper regulation in behalf of the public.

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington. Does the gentleman admit
that the States have the right to tax them?

AMr. FERRIS. I admit that the States can tax their own
property within their own borders. We do not admit here
that they can tax the property of the Federal Government,
Now or at any time I would not support a proposition to allow
a State to tax Government property. It would be a dangerous
and unwarranted proposition.

Mr., ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield
to me again?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. FERRIS. Certainly.

Mr. ADAMSON, I do not wish to cut the other gentleman
off. I am simply frying to get at the facts. I am not going to
fight the committee, I can assure the gentleman. I never fight
Democratic committees. [Laughter.]

Mr. FERRIS. The gentleman's conduct in that respect is
better than mine., No one can attack the regularity of the
gentleman from Georgia. I usually support them, unless I
am sure they are wrong; then I feel it my duty to oppose them.

Mr. ADAMSON. The gentleman is so amiable in many other
respects that he can afford to commit a good many sins of
apostasy of that sort and still stand very high in the councils
of his party. [Laughter.]

Mr. FERRIS. Yes; I thank the gentleman for his good-
natured wit. Has the gentleman a question which he wishes
to propound?

Mr. ADAMSON. The gentleman made a statement a moment
ago when he was interrupted, and I want to understand exactly
what the gentleman said. The gentleman was differentiating
between what the States owned and what the Government
owned, and stated that there was a contention that the Gov-
ernment ought to charge for water,
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Mr. FERRIS. Yes.

Mr. ADAMSON. Did the gentleman say the Government
owned the bed of the streams?

Mr, FERRIS., I said that the Federal Government owneil
the sites.

Mr. ADAMSON. Of course the Federal Government owns the
banks of the streams. Who did you say owned the bed of the
streams? :

Mr. FERRIS. In nonnavigable streams, the Federal Gov-
ernment. The State has the right to use the water. It is its
water. It is not ours; but the land is ours, and our rights are
clear as to our use of them.

Mr, ADAMSON. The gentleman means the nonnavigable
streams in the public domain, and that the States own the
water?

Mr. FERRIS. Yes; and I may say that the nightmare and
the bugaboo that has always existed between State control and
Federal control is largely put at rest by the opinion of the
Supreme Court of the United States in the Chandler-Dunbar
case, which I think decides the question for all time to come.
It lays down the rule flat that the Federal Government has
the right to do with its own property what it desires to do
with it, and the will of Congress is sovereign. It is our prop-
erty. We own the sites. We can use them. We can prescribe
for their use; the latter is all we seek to do here. If I own
one farm and my neighbor Jones owns the adjoining farm, I
have the right to prescribe how my farm shall be used by my
neighbor if he desires to use it at all. If the Federal Govern-
ment owns a public building or a site in my congressional dis-
triet, it has the right to control that. If it owns a power site
in the district of the gentleman from Georgia, it has a right
to control and to regulate that. There can be no question
about it, and the courts have so held.

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman will
recognize a decided distinction between Federal authority over
a public building over which it has sovereign jurisdiction, and
its proprietary ownership of land subject to the sovereign con-
trol of a State as to utilities,

Mr. FERRIS. That has been an argument often advanced,
but each time it has been put to rest by the Supreme Court
every time it got at the question, and it decided it finally in
the Chandler-Dunbar case.

Mr. ADAMSON. I challenge that statement. The Supreme
Court has never decided anything of that sort, and in the
Chandler-Dunbar case all it decided was the old, well-recog-
nized truth that the Federal Government has supreme control
over the beds of navigable streams for navigation purposes,
and those purposes only, and that when anybody else gets into
that stream he gets in subject to the supreme right of the
Government to do everything it desires in the bed of that
stream for navigation without accounting to anybody.

Mr. FERRIS. Disputes are not always fruitful or profitable,
but I am quite sure this one will be. I ask the Members of the
House to read the decision in the Chandler-Dunbar case. Then
they ean form their own opinion concerning it, which will be
better than taking the opinion either of the gentleman from
Georgia or myself?

Mr, ADAMSON, I hope they will read it, and I have heard
many public speakers make assertions about it who ought to
read it and read it thoroughly. [Laughter.]

Mr. STAFFORD. Present company excepted.

Mr, ADAMSON. Yes, -

Mr. FERRIS. I feel safe to rest my whole position on the
Chandler-Dunbar case. It is a delightful decision to furnish
balm to both sides.

Mr, HAMILTON of Michigan. Suppose the gentleman from
Oklahoma should insert in his speech his construction of the
Chandler-Dunbar case.

Mr. ADAMSON. I suggest in preference that he print the
decision.

Mr. FERRIS. I have no objection to printing it. It was pre-
sented in the hearings before our committee, and presented at
length, and men were there who tried to give it the same mean-
ing which the gentleman from Georgia now tries to give it,
and as the result of a month’s hearing every member of the
committee, I think, with possibly one or two exceptions, agreed
with the Supreme Court rather than with the gentleman from
Georgia. [Laughter and applause.]

Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remaining?

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has 24 minutes remaining.

Mr. FERRIS. I am only going to consume a moment more
time, T think the committee has done right in framing section 5,
called the recapture clause, and I beg of Members of the House
on both sides to read that section carefully. :
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Section 5, the so-called recapture clause, is the section of the
bill that renders this a lease as distinct from a grant in per-
petuity. Section 5 is the section that enables us, after the first
lessee has had his term out, to get the property back and deal
with it free from any claims or fetters or restraints, in the
light of 50 years' development.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FERRIS. I hope I may proceed, if the gentleman will
pardon me. I think we have laid down the correct principle.
The principle in a word is this—I hope the House will get this,
because it is important—all nonperishable property, such as land,
which increases rapidly in value, shall at the end of the term
come back to the Federal Government at actual cost. All per-
ishable property shall come back to the Government at the time
the Government takes it over at its fair value. So that in the
future, if Seattle, if Portland, if San Francisco, if Los Angeles,
if San Diego, or any other city out there decides in the future
to own its own light, so that an American home may be lighted
for 40 or 50 cents a month as distinguished from four or five
dollars a month, the city will not have to pay for a lot of inflated,
distorted values in taking back the water power.

I know gentlemen will hold between themselves and the
fire some poor pitiful homesteader, and pick his bones to try to
inject a sympathic proposition into this, but this is not a home-
steader’s proposition. It is the largest sort of a proposition that
the American Congress will deal with, this question of water
power.

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FERRIS. I was going to yield to the gentleman from
Washington [Mr. HumpHREY], and I yield to him now.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I wanted to ask the gentle-
man a question, because this is a subject in which our people
are very greatly interested, and I am trying to get the view of
the committee upon the question. I have not had time to read
the bill as amended. As I understand, this provides that the
Government may recapture at the end of 50 years?

Mr. FERRIS. Yes; by paying for the property.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. In our part of the country
we have this water power developed for irrigation uses very
largely. Say, at the end of 50 years, there had been an irriga-
tion settlement developed under this water power and that the
Government took it over. Suppose they could not agree with
the men whe had it and they took it over. Would the Govern-
ment propose to go into the irrigation business and furnish
water to the farmers using it—to furnish water to the various
companies and private individuals?

Mr. FERRIS. Oh, not at all. There is no intention of
that sort at all. The gentleman is erecting scarecrows and
chasms of trouble that will never materialize.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. If that is not true, and
the lessees fail to lease it again, what is going to become of it?

Mr. FERRIS. The gentleman borrows trouble about some-
thing that never can happen. The Government does not intend,
at the inception or at the close, to interfere with the use of the
water for irrigation, or to do anything more than fo use some
of the proceeds of the project to keep the irrigation going and
further develop the project.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. As T understand the gen-
tleman’'s proposition, it is this: I am asking this question because
I want to get information. If our people are satisfied that the
proposition in this bill is right, they are for it; but here is the
proposition we are facing : Take for {llustration the water power
on the Columbia River. It is developed under the 50-year lease.
As a part of that water-power development, there will be irriga-
tion communities consisting of towns, cities, and farms, and at
the end of 50 years, when that plant is taken over, what does the
Government propose to do? Does it propose to take over and run
the irrigation project; and, if not, what are the people going to
do if the water is shut off? If you do propose to go into the
frrigation proposition and to furnish power for private purposes,
where do you get the authority for the General Government to
go into the irrigation business? These are questions that I
would like to have answered, and I am asking them so that the
gentleman may figure it out and answer them in a way that I
can support the bill.

AMr. FERRIS. The irrigationists will be in safer hands with
their Government than with monopoly, as far as that is con-
cerned, It will not be a question of who can be secured to run
the plant, it will be a case of how to get rid of them. The
gentleman from Washington raises the question that I supposed
would be raised. In the first place, the Government is anxious
that at the end of the term, both from the beginning to the end,
there shall be no entangling alliances to extend beyond the 50-
year term. If the irrigation is under the lessee of the Govern-

ment, they do it with full knowledge of the fact that at the end
of the 50 years Congress is going to step in and assert its full
right to do what the interests of the country demand, whether it
be little or much for the homesteader or anybody else. The
homesteader, the home builder, the irrigationists, and pioneers
will appreciate and ask for this legislation as soon as they un-
derstand it. I fear it is the power people—already intrenched—
who want no competition who scatter the poison.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington, The gentleman has an-
swered the question in the way that I have had it answered be-
fore. The question comes up, whether you believe that under
those terms you can develop irrigation. Knowing that that is
true, do you think they would develop irrigation?

Mr. FERRIS. I am glad the gentleman asks the question, for
that is one of the points that I was afraid I should not bring
out. The present law is what? It is the revocable-permit law
of February 15, 1901, which authorizes the Secretary of the
Interior to revoke a permit without a moment’s notice, com-
pensation to permittee, or any other consideration. Instead of
that this bill gives them a positive fixed term of 50 years, which
will induce capital to come out and develop the balance of the
gentleman’s sparsely settled country. I may say that there is
in this ecity now, and has been all this winter, a gentleman from
the gentleman’s own State and city, I think, who is urging this
bill with the idea that it will develop the water power in his
couniry. He seems to be a good man and a patriotic man. To
be sure, he wants more than I think the House will give him,
but he knows what he is talking about, and he is anxious to have
this bill passed in order to develop your country. I think it
will be a great blessing for the country. I have no doubt that
under this law the West will get a great development. The gen-
tleman’s question is a proper one. If we are selling a razor that
will not shave, you want to know it and Congress wants to know
it. Some selfish water-power people who appeared before us said
that it would not work; said that they could not develop and
could not borrow money under it. But we always hear that
said by people when they want to get something from the Gov-
ernment they are not entitled to. These power people, with
their spurious State rights claims, have held on to the coat
tails of the Government for all these years. But the unbiased,
patriotic men that came before us say that they can develop the
water power of the country under this bill, and they are anxious
to get decent laws passed. I am willing to do all I can for early
development., There is nineteen or twenty million potential
horsepower lying idle, running from the mountain side to the sea
idly, a tetal waste of that immense power. And the people who
own the 6,000,000 horsepower already developed have a monopoly
without competition or control. I do not want that condition to
prevail. I do not want the Federal Government to sit idly by
under lax laws that are not workable and let a monopoly grow up.

Mr. Walter L. Fisher, ex-Secretary of the Interior, in each
annual report during his incumbency pleaded for Congress to
do something. Secretary Lane in each annual report pleaded
with Congress to do something. He has stood in the forefront
urging Congress to do something. The President has urged
it. Every executive officer who knew anything about condi-
tions has urged it for the last 15 years. Congress has heard
them, but has done nothing to remedy it. It is unpardongble
neglect to further let the interests of the country wither for
want of intelligent action. The bill expressly disclaims any
disposition or any intent to interfere with irrigation or to
override the State laws or to override the water rights or
trample upon your western development in any way. On top
of that we provide that the proceeds from the royalty and
charges made shall go into the reclamation fund so that your
reclamation projects shall not wither and die. What do you
want? Do you not want your resources developed? Do you
still want to haggle and quibble over an imaginary doctrine
called State rights?

Mr. ADAMSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FERRIS. Certainly.

Mr. ADAMSON. There is one question that does not involve
a dispute about the Supreme Courf. I have not bothered my-
self much about public-land laws, because the gentleman from
Oklahoma has been here and I always went to him for informa-
tion, and I was willing to take it that way. But the gentleman

uses the words * irrigation ” and “ water power.” Does he use
them in the same connection?

Mr. FERRIS. How is that?

Mr. ADAMSON. The gentleman used *irrigation” and

“ water power " in the same connection a few moments ago. I
want to know if he means that all of these large projects ought
to be utilized for irrigation rather than hydroelectricity.

Mr. FERRIS. Oh, water power is used in irrigation.

Mr. ADAMSON. They are used together?




1916.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

249

Mr. FERRIS. Yes. On the bald, barren, worthless lands, as
bald as the top of the table, if they can get cheap power and
pump water out of the earth and out of the streams and put
it upon the lands they will convert them into a paradise as dis-
tinet from a desert. You only have to go to California, along
that strip on the coast, to corroborate that statement.

Mr. ADAMSON. I wanted the gentleman to explain to the
committee that fact—that they generate electricity and ruon a
pump with it and then water the land.

Mr. FERRIS. That is it. That is one of the very important
uses it has among the small projects. While out in the West
this summer we passed over millions of acres of land that are
not worth anything as they now stand. We went right over
along that little fringe along the coast of California, and we
found the most beautiful productive country in the world, but if
~ you step four feet outside of the irrigable area you get into the
midst of white sand that would not produce anything. I am
trying to get this legislation through so that nineteen or twenty
million horsepower of water power may be developed, so that
you will not be in the act of irrigating a few acres, but many,
many acres instead. I am trying to get this bill through so that
you will put something into competition with the centralized
water power already in existence so that American homes may
be lighted for half what it now costs to light them. I want to
furnish power to the irrigator for one-half of what he now has
to pay for it, water to the American farmer for half what he
has to pay for it now, power to run your traction lines and
other vehicles propelled by electricity for a reduced figure; and
I believe it will be an everlasting blessing to the West. I fear
you westerners are opposed to a law that will help you; you
al;'e contending for fee patents, and it is certain you can not get
them.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. FERRIS. Yes,

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington.
away from Seattle—

Mr. FERRIS. Oh, we will wander back there.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes; let us wander back
now. The gentleman mentioned a gentleman some time ago as
coming from Seattle; and, of course, the .mere fact that he is
from Seattle is sufficient gnaranty of his standing and repu-
tation. We are both interested in the one particular proposition
of whether or not we can develop anything under this bill.

Mr. FERRIS. Yes; that is an important question.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Of course that is all there
is to it.

Mr. FERRIS. Oh, not all.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. It is the most important

Before you get too far

one.

Mr. FERRIS. Do not go too far afield. I am not willing to
give the water-power sites away to get development, and I hope
the gentleman is not. :

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. To do what?

Mr. FERRIS. The gentleman just stated more than he in-
tended to. He stated it was the only question,

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I said a most important
purpose of this bill is to insure the development of the power.

Mr. FERRIS. I am not so sure that it ought to be put that
way. It is important.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Well, it is important.
The question T want to ask is this: Did this gentleman, to whom
the gentleman has referred, say that he could develop the water
power under this bill as it stands?

Mr. FERRIS. With very few modifications, he did ; yes.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I was interested in that
because I heard this bill discussed for several days at Portland
when they had that meeting down there, and we found no one
there who had capital or any prospective capital that would

do it. What are the few modifications?
Mr. FERRIS. I want to get to that Portland meeting in a
moment.

AMr. HUMPHREY of Washington.
modifications.

Mr. FERRIS. He left a marked bill with me.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Are they in the bill now?

Mr. FERRIS. No; I think perhaps some of his ideas were
yielded to, but not all of them.

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FERRIS. Yes.

Mr. SINNOTT. The gentleman has referred to the Chandler-
Dunbar case.

Mr. FERRIS. Yes.

Mr. SINNOTT. I would like to call the gentleman’'s atten-
tion to the opinion of ex-Secretary Fisher, on page 40 of the

I would like to know those

hearings. It is very brief, just four lines, and it is in response
to a question which I put to the Secretary.

Mr. FERRIS. I will not have time to take that up.
let the gentleman take it up in his own time.

Mr. SINNOTT. I would like to get it into your remarks at
this time.

Mr. FERRIS.

I will

I hope the gentleman will walit.

Mr. SINNOTT. As the gentleman has called that to our
attention.
Mr. FERRIS. I will make the admission that I will stand on

any version or construction that Mr, Fisher puts on the Chand-
ler-Dunbar case. That ought to be sufficient to satisfy the gen-
tleman. I do not want a fragment of anyone's position put in
my remarks.

Mr. SINNOTT. It is only four lines.

Mr. FERRIS. I do not want the gentleman to injeet that in
now. I know what Secretary Fisher said. He says that the
Chandler-Dunbar case puts an end to this water-power matter
once and for all, and he and the gentleman from Oregon do not
agree on it at all.

2 Mr. SINNOTT. Let me read what he said.
nes,

AMr. FERRIS. T decline to yield for that purpose. The gen-
tleman can put it in in his own time. If the gentleman will put
it all in, I will be glad to have him do it. The gentleman from
Washington [Mr. HumpHREY] a moment ago called attention
to the fact that out in Portland this summer they held a meet-
:;,_g fll}li‘ll('l] that they were all of one mind, and no one favored

is 5

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Oh, no; I did not say that.

Mr. FERRIS. What was the statement? Let the gentleman
make the statement and I will act on it just as he makes it.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I said we found no one
out there who had any capital to invest who was in favoer of it.
There were a lot of them out there who were in favor of the
bill. The Government sent a number of gentlemen out there
who urged the bill, and the departments were represented, and
we had some distinguished Senators there who were very much
in favor of the bill.

Mr. FERRIS. I misunderstood the gentleman. T desire to
address myself, then, to that part of the convention who are not
for it. Those gentlemen who say they want to get the best
water-power proposition are a good deal like some of the settlers
down in my country. In my country we sell Indian lands to
settlers at so much per acre and require them to make home-
stead entry therefor. Every few months the settlers get to-
gether and pass a unanimous resolution that all payments to
the Indians ought to be canceled and that they have their land
for nothing. It is with that same kind of unanimity they look
upon this proposition, and when these water-power people get
together it is remarkable with what unanimity they arrive
at the conclusion that the Federal Government ought to turn
over these water powers for nothing, witheut charge and with-
out regulation. I hope the gentleman from Washington will
not advocate that. I am so sure the Government will do ne
such thing, no matter who advoeates it, and it ought not to.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Will the gentleman permit a
question?

Mr. FERRIS. T will.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Does the Federal Government
really have this water power to lease? i

Mr. FERREIS. They have the sites, without which there
could be no power development.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. But here is a proposition to
take advantage of the Commonwealths and to make portions of
them mere provinces; to deliberately choke the Western States
into an acceptance of this proposition——

Mr. FERRIS. Notat all. I have never observed any legisla-
tion that sought to choke the Western States. Every court-
house door in the Union stands ajar, and the gentleman and his
friends can enter there and see to it that the Federal Govern-
ment does not choke him or them. I believe the Federal Gov-
ernment wants to help you, and I believe you gentlemen in a
few years will realize that this bill wants to help you rather
than to throttle you.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Does not the gentleman
stand here and say that because the United States Government
owns sites adjacent to rivers it proposes to take charge of the
water in those rivers which does not belong to the Government?

Mr. FERRIS. The gentleman does not say that, but says——

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Does it not mean you are
}igislating for 11 of the Western States in such a way as to

Mr. FERRIS. Not at all; for the West we have all had the
greatest concern and consideration. Most of the Public Lands

It is only four
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Committee are, from A to 7, patriotic, good men from the West.
They are for the West, and I am with them when they are right,
and it is my duty to be against them when they are wrong. 1
would like to have the people in my State have everything they
want. Every county in my district would like to have a public
building, and every hamlet there would like to have a public
bhuilding ; but I could not stand here for a moment and advance
such a proposition and say that should be done.

Let me add one sentence more, and then I am through.
Water power, the use of hydroelectric power, is only 25 years
old. The first hydroelectri¢ plant ever built was in 1890 out in
Colorado. The law passed on the question of water-power sup-
ply 15 years ago is inadequate; it was not sufficient then, and
is more ineflicient to-day. Every department since then has
urged Congress to change it. We have brought in a bill that
will correct it. We think it lays down the correct principle. We
have brought in a bill which we think will develop the arid West.
We have brought in a bill which we think will help the people in
every American home who have to use an electric light, to
every man who rides on the street cars, to every man who
wants the streets lighted cheaply by fair competition, who
wants irrigation at a reduced price. Practically the same bill
was passed last Congress; let us pass it again that this impor-
tant matter may not longer be neglected.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. [Applause.]

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman reserves two minutes.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I do not in general debate
propose to discuss in great detail the provisions of the pending
hill, for such discussion will be more profitable when we come to
consider it under the five-minute rule, At this time I shall con-
fine myself to a discussion of the general principles underlying
the bill. Some such discussion I believe should be had at this
time because of the determined opposition of the officials of some
Western States and certain electric-power companies to legis-
lation of this character.

Although the primary purpose of this bill and other bills which
will follow it is to unlock the resources upon the public domain in
our public-land States and open them to development as rapidly
as such resources can be utilized by the publie, it must be ad-
mitted that there is a very considerable opposition to the bills
from the very States which will be benefited by their passage,
This opposition I believe can be ascribed to the following causes:

Misrepresentation to the people of the States affected as to
the policy of the Government in the handling of its publie lands.

Misrepresentation as to the rights of the public-land States
in the lands still a part ef the national domain.

Erroneous opinions as to the right and power of the Govern-
ment to deal with its lands in the manner proposed in these bills.

A misunderstanding as to the character of the power sought to
be exerted in these bills.

An honest belief by many that we are attempting to interfere
with the sovereign rights of States.

I shall discuss these various propositions in the hope that such
discussion may be of some aid in arriving at a correct under-
standing of these bills and in removing some of the opposition, at
least, which exists.

Preliminary to such discussion it may be well to state just
what policies are proposed in the pending bill : .

First. The Secretary of the Interior is empowered to lease t
any qualified applicant under the act any of the public lands of
the United States, except lands in national parks and military
and naval reservations, for a period not longer than 50 years for
the purpose of constructing thereon all necessary works for the
development and transmission of hydroelectric power.

Second. That at the end of the 50-year term the lease may be
renewed under such terms and conditions as may be authorized
by then existing applicable laws, or the properties dependent in
whole or in part for their usefulness on the continuance of the
lease and which may have been acquired by any lessee acting
under the provisions of the act, may be taken over by the Govern-
ment upon payment of the actual cost of lands, water rights,
rights of way, and so forth, purchased by the lessee and used in
the business, and the reasonable value of all the other property
taken over, excluding any franchise value or any other intangible
element, or in case the lease is not renewed or the property taken
over by the Government a new lease may be made to a third
party upon payment by him to the original lessor of the value
of the property as above enumerated.

Third. That for the use and occupancy of the lands included
in the lease the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to specify
in the lease and to collect charges therefor, which charges in all
cases when the power is generated upon the lands leased may be
measured by the power produced.

Fourth. The gross proceeds from the leases are to be paid into
the reclamation fund, and after they have been once used and

returned to the fund, as provided by the reclamation act, 50

per cent of the same shall be paid to the State within the bound-

aries of which the power is developed, to be used by such State

g)r the building of roads or support of its educational institu-
ons.

Fifth. The Secretary of the Interior is authorized to permit
entry under applicable land laws upon all lands reserved for
water-power purposes in all cases where such purpose will not
be materially injured by such entry, upon the condition that all
such entries shall be subject to the right of the United States
and its lessees to use any part of said lands necessary for water-
power development, tranmission, and so forth.

Sixth. The principal remaining features of the bill are those
relating to the control of the development and of rates to be
charged to the public. I will not enumerate these different pro-
visions now. Generally speaking, however, I will say that every
one of these provisions is only such as a private individual
would have a right to make in leasing his private property, in
the absence of any conflict with State or Federal law, and that
question of conflict I shall take up later.

Taking up these various propositions in their order, I assert
that every one of them is within the constitutional powers of
Congress and in the public interest. The principal opposition
is to the policy of leasing these water powers upon the publie
domain. It is asserted by our opponents that this power does
not exist; that while we may possibly have the right to with-
}:llolcl public lands from disposition, we have no right to lease

1em.

Notwithstanding the assertion of some western gentlemen,
this proposition is not even open to argument. The Supreme
Court of the United States has settled it in numerous cases. Our
power to lease public lands was expressly decided in the case
of the United States against Gratiot (14 Pet., 526), which in-
volved the leasing of lead mines upon public lands in Indian
Territory. The power was upheld in plainest terms; and from
that time to the present, wherever the question was presented to
the court—and it has arisen many times in various forms—the
power has been upheld.

I will cite only a few of them: In the case of Light against
United States (220 U. 8. Rep., 536) the Supreme Court said:

The Nation is an owner and has made Congress the principal agent
to dispose of its property.

In Butte City Water Co. against Baker (106 U. S., 126) the
court said: -

Congress is the body to which is given the pow
conditions upon whlchythe publie lnmﬂ shall bel:ﬂspt::sott‘l, odt?termlu the

In Camfield against United States (167 U, 8., 524) the court
sald :

The Government has with rm?eot to its own land the rights of an
ordinary proprietor to maintain its possession and prosecute trespassers.
It may deal with such lands precisely as an ordinary individual may
deal with his farming property.

Again, in Stearns against Minnesota (179 U, 8., 243)—

The United States can prohibit absolutely or fix the terms on which
its propertg may be used ; as it can withhold or reserve the land, it can
do so indefinitely

Now, gentlemen of the committee, it is not necessary to refer
to the Chandler-Dunbar ease which has been discussed this after-
noon. That related wholly, as was stated, to navigable streams ;
but the power of Congress to legislate with reference to its own
public lands is expressly settled in the cases that I have cited,
irrespective of what the proper construction of the Chandler-
Dunbar case may be.

Mr. SINNOTT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LENROOT. Yes.

Mr. SINNOTT. I wondered if the gentleman had found any
decision—and I am asking for information on this—defining the
meaning of the phrase in our Western States’ constitutions and
enabling acts preventing a State from interfering with the Gov-
ernment’s * primary disposal ” of so0il? Is there any restrictive
meaning attached to the phrase *“primary disposal”™ or the
word * primary "? 1 have not been able to find any decision on
that, and I thought that possibly the gentleman might have
done so.

Mr. LENROOT. I doubt very much whether there is any
decision on it; but it is entirely clear to me that the word
“primary ” is used in these different enabling acts as meaning
that they will not interfere with the jurisdiction of the United
States or lay any claim to any of these lands so long as the title
remains in the Government. That is what I understand by the
meaning of the word * primary.”

Mr. SINNOTT. I had in my mind—is there any distinction
between the disposal of the soil and the primary disposal of soil
or publie land? In other words, is the word * primary ” used
in connection——
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Mr. LENROOT. Only for this purpose; it might have been
open to the construction that they would claim no confrol over
any land that was owned by the Government at the time the
State was admitted into the Union, and therefore the word
“ primary ” was used so as to retain the jurisdiction and right
of control upon the part of the State in the public land after the
Government had parted with its title.

Mr. KENT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LENROOT. I yield to the gentleman from California.

Mr. KENT. I would like to ask the gentleman if, in his
mind, this matter of primary disposal, so called, does not form
the foundation of the abstract of title? If the land was dis-
posed of by the Federal Government to the State, is not that the
foundation of the abstract of title?

Mr. LENROOT. That is probably true. And further reply-
ing to the question of the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. SiwN-
worr], 1 shall refer to the enabling act that he mentions later,
but even though I am wrong in any degree with respect to my
interpretation of that language, the most that was done in any
of those cases was a surrender upon the part of the State to
any claim in the public land. But I undertake to say that if
there had been none of the ordinances that were enacted by
the various Western States at the time they were admitted into
the Union, the law would have been exactly the same, because
they did not have any title, so far as I know, to surrender, un-
less it be some of the Spanish land grants to the land within
their borders.

It being established that the United States has the right to
lease its lands, it follows as a necessary Incident that it also
has the right to fix the terms of the lease and the rentals to be
charged.

At the expiration of the term it has, of course, the right to
renew the lease, and it also has the right to lease it to a third
party at the end of the term upon the payment to the original
lessee of the value of his property in the manner and to the ex-
tent that the parties have agreed upon in the making of the
lease. It is strennously contended that the Government would
not have the right to take over the property at the end of the
term and itself operate it. I shall not attempt to argue that
question, because it is unnecessary to do so. No lessee is
harnmed, if the power does not exist, for his property can not be
taken away from him without just compensation, and the provi-
sion for the taking over of the property by the Government
would merely be inoperative if the power did not exist. It
could still renew the lease or lease it to a third party upon pay-
ing the lessee for his property.

Granted, then, as it must be, that we have the power to lease,
to fix the term and the rentals, the only remaining question of
power is as to the various provisions in the bill for the regula-
tion and control of the lessee in his development of power. .

The bill provides that provision shall be made for the diligent
development and continuous operation of the water power, sub-
ject to market conditions; that the lessee shall at no time con-
tract for the delivery to any one consumer of elecirical energy
in execess of 50 per cent of the total output, except upon the
written consent of the Secretary of the Interior; that when the
electric power enters into interstate commerce the regulation
of rates and control of issue of stocks and bonds shall be vested
in the Secretary of the Interior or committed to such body as
may be provided by Federal statute; that physical combinations
of plants or lines may be permitted by the Secretary of the
Interior, but forbids monopolies or agreements in restraint of
trade; that sale of power shall not be made to a distributing
company for a period of longer than 30 days without the con-
sent of the Secretary of the Interior; that no encumbrance or
lien shall be placed upon the property without the consent of
the Secretary of the Interior.

That when a State has not provided a commission or other
authority having power to regulate rates and service of elee-
trical energy and the issue of stocks and bonds by a lessee, such
regulation shall be vested in the Secretary of the Interior or
such other body as may be authorized by Federal statute until
the State shall provide a commission or authority having this
power,

These are the provisions concerning regulation which have so
much troubled some of our western friends. They assert we
here invade the province of the State and seek to deprive it of
its powers. Nothing could be further from the truth. No power
is here asserted that a private individual could nof insert in a
lease of a private water-power site which he owned. We are
not here legislating in our capacity as sovereign, but as a pro-
prietor of lands which we own. We authorize the making of a
contraet, and the lessee: enters into contractual relations with
the Government, agreeing to do certain things. >

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, T do not know whether the
gentleman cares to be interrupted or not.

Mr. LENROOT. Yes; I will permit an interrnption. ’

Mr. MONDELL. He has just made a statement that struck
me as being rather extreme. I think his statement was that
the Federal Government attempts nothing in this bill that a
private owner could not attempt.

Mr. LENROOT. Concerning these provisions for regulation.

Mr, MONDELL. The gentleman is aware that in all of the
States to which this applies no power company need do business
with the private owner. They ean invoke the power of eminent
domain and pay for the property.

Mr. LENROOT. What has that to do with the proposition
I have stated?

Mr, MONDELL. It limits absolutely any power on the part
of a private owner to put any sueh conditions in a lease.

Mr. LENROOT. The gentleman does not get my point at all,
although he is a very intelligent gentleman. I stated this, and
I will put just his case: If a water-power company in the West
chooses to deal with a private owner instead of exercising its
power of eminent domain over the property belonging to the
private owner, that private owner could make that contract
with the water-power company and put every proposition in his
lease that we propose to put in our lease, and they would be
valid in the absence of conflict with State laws.

Mr. MONDELL. I think they would be valid in the lease,
but T think the court would set it aside as being contrary to the
best public pelicy.

Mr. LENROOT. What one?

Mr. MONDELL. To allow the owner of a tract of land to
make as condition for the use of that tract of land, which might
be an important use, the absolute control of the property. In
other words, practically confiscate it.

AMr. LENROOT. It is a matter of contract and agreement.

Mr. MONDELIL. The gentleman knows that no such condi-
tion would arise by reason of the fact that under our laws the
power company, or any user of water for a beneficial purpose,
simply proceeds to condemn if he can not make fair terms.

Mr. LENROOT. I am sorry if I ecan not get the gentleman
to grasp the point I am trying to make. The gentleman and
others in the West attempt to make the West believe that we
are exercising our sovereign capacity to legislate in the making
of these provisions, while I am asserting that we are entering
into contractnal relations with the lessee, and it does not in-
volve legislating in our sovereign capacity at all. For instance,
I said the private individual would have the right to make
exactly the same Kkind of a confract, and he would, notwith-
standing the statement of the gentleman from Wyoming. For
instance, A might own a water-power site and in leasing it
make a contract with the lessee as one of the terms of the lease
that the rates to be charged for the power developed should be
fixed by a board until such time as the State government should
exercise its power of regulation of such rates. The lease might
contain an agreement that the property should not be encum-
bered without the consent of the lessor, and so of all of the
various provisions contained in the bill. We do not undertake
to legislate upon these matters in our sovereign capacity but
as a proprietor only; but we choose to exercise our power as
such proprietor to protect the public interest to the fullest extent
possible; but if any of these provisions concerning regulation
and control of power wholly within a State should come in any
way in conflict with the laws of the State, then I am frank to
say that, in my opinion, the law of the State would control, and
the provisions, so far as they are in conflict with the State law,
will be inoperative and void, and any attempt to enforce such
provisions by the Government could be successfully defended
against in any court by the lessee by invoking the superior
authority of the State law.

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman only mentioned one or two
of the conditions in the bill. \Will the gentleman say that in the
case of a private owner he could make and enforce a con-
tract under lease under which it should be provided that though
the State had a public service commission and was fixing rates
the power of that public service commission would cease
and be of no effect if the company ran a wire across a State
line? Would that be enforceable.

Mr. LENROOT. That brings up a question that the gentle-
man is very well aware we have thoroughly thrashed out in
this House at different times, with relation to the right to
control the issue of stocks and bonds in companies engaged in
interstate commerce. It is exactly the same question of attempt-
ing to control the issue of stocks and bonds of railroads, and if
we have that power, which is strongly asserted by some of
the best lawyers in the United States and in this House—al-
though it is denied by others, it is trune—ind if we have the
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power in the case of railroads we have the same power in the
case of hydroelectric companies when they become engaged in
interstate commerce.

Mr. MONDELL. Assuming, of course, that the running of a
power line across a State line is an act of interstate commerce.

Mr. LENROOT. I would be unwilling to argue this question
upon any other assumption, because it is so clear that it is inter-
state commerce when it crosses a State line that I do not think
it is open to argument.

In private leases it not infrequently happens that leases con-
tain provisions perfectly valid when made, but become inopera-
tive through the subsequent enactment of laws based upon the
police power of the State.

I now wish to take up the causes of the opposition of many
people in the West to this bill—I stated in opening what I
believed was the cause of much opposition—deliberate misrep-
resentation as to the policy of the Government in the handling
of its public lands. Last September there was held at Port-
land, Oreg., a Western States water-power conference. At this
conference, participated in by governors and delegates from
most of the public-land States, resolutions were adopted which
I shall discuss a little later, but I now wish to call attention to
some of the speeches made at that conference to show how the
policy of the Government is being misrepresented to the people
of the West.

Senator Satoor, of Utah, was one of the delegates to that con-
vention. I shall not indulge in any criticism of the Senator,
mindful of the fact that it would be unparliamentary to do so.
I shall merely make one or two quotations from his speech at
this conference. He said:

if the Ferris bill should become a law, it wounld be but the second
stof establishing as a Government pollcy the leasing of the re-

nder of the public domain. Do you want your children to be
tenants of the Government or home-owning citizens,

Again:

What would our fathers say if they could see the operation of this
system by which the free citizens are to be transformed into tenants
and permittees of the Federal Government, lorded over and taxed
without thelr consent by prefects sent from Washington.

Senator Thompson, of Oregon (a State senator), said:

They are tyin % up our resources by this slow but sure process, the
first steps of which is the leasing of water power, and the second step
will be the leasing of the rest of the domain and the bottling up of
the entire State.

Now, the fact is that instead of tying up the agricultural re-
sources of public-land States and preventing citizens from secur-
ing homes, exactly the reverse is true. There is nothing in any
legislation now pending, or so far as I know in contemplation
by anyone, that by the wildest imagination could be con-
strued as an indication that the policy of the Government was
looking toward a citizen tenantry instead of a citizen home
owner. Every acre of land withdrawn because of its mineral
value is open to homestead entry, and full title passes from
the Government to the homesteader except the mineral deposits
designated in the withdrawal. It is true that a man can not
file a homestead entry for the purpose of securing a coal mine
or an oil well, and much as some people would like that to be
possible they may as well give up any hope of that character
for it never will be permitted.

We hear much about the bottling up of the West, but a very
small proportion of what we hear has any foundation in fact.
The only possible ground for complaint is in our forest reserves,
but that situation is being rapidly improved, for any injustice
which may exist lies not in the policy of the law but in the
administration of it. But there can be little ground for just
complaint even there when we consider the vast areas of land
in these public-land States now open for entry under the
publie-land laws.

1 want to call to the attention of my friend from Wyoming
[Mr. Moxperr.] and those other gentleman who say that the
Federal Government has bottled up all the public lands of the
West, that the area of the State of Wyoming is in round num-
bers 62,000,000 acres. On July 1 of last year there were in
this State alone nearly 31,000,000 acres of unappropriated, un-
reserved public lands, or nealy one-half of the area of the
State. Utah has an area of 96,000,000 acres. On July 1 it had
31,000,000 acres of public land unreserved and unappropriated.
Colorado has an area of 66,000,000 acres, On July 1 last it had
over 17,000,000 acres of public land unreserved and unappro-
priated. I will not take the time to go through the list of all
the public-land States, but anyone interested can secure the in-
formation by examining the last report of the Commissioner of
the General Land Office.

Moreover, the number of homesteads taken has been greater
in the last three years than at any other period in the history
of the Government, During that period 139,319 homestead en-

‘tries have been allowed, which is a greater number than had

been allowed during any five-year period previous to that time.
There were more acres patented last year under homestead
entries than there were for the entire seven years from 1868—
when the homestead bill was passed—to 1875,

In view of this record it is difficult to conceive how anyone
can in good faith make the statement that we propose to re-
verse the policy of the Government and make the people of the
public-land States tenants instead of home owners.

The only thing that we are attempting to reserve Government
title to is certain mineral deposits in lands and water-power
sites. This very bill now pending provides for homestead entry
upon water-power sites, but for agricultural use only. The
reservation of use for a water-power site will deprive no man
of a home. Men do not build homes on dams. The reservation
of minerals deprives no man of a home., Men do not build homes
in a coal mine nor in an oil well. We propose to lease nothing
that can be utilized for homes. True, we may deprive some
citizens of the opportunity to get rich quick through grabbing
these valuable sites and mineral deposits, but they are not, as a
rule, the struggling pioneer, the man with his little family,
seeking a home,

And let me say, in passing, right here, on a point that has
been referred to a number of times, that we claim the power
under this bill to exact rental in excess of the value of the
water-power site. I want to call the attention of this committee
to the fact that Secretary Lane, in the hearing before our com-
mittee at the last session, cited one instance alone where
a hydroelectric company valued its water-power site at
$26,000,000.

Another cause for the mistaken sentiment of the West is the
misrepresentation indulged in as to the rights of the public-
land States to the public lands within their borders.

The fact is that the people of the various States have no
right to the public lands within their borders; these lands be-
long to the people of the United States, not to the people of any
particular State, and it is our duty to administer them for the
best interests of the people.

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
allow me to interrupt him right there?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield
to the gentleman from Idaho?

Mr, LENROOT. Yes. :

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Will the gentleman admit that the
people residing in those States have a better right to those
lands than the people residing in other States who do not care
to go there to avail themselves of those opportunities?

Mr. LENROOT, No; but they have the same right to avail
themselves of those lands. The man in Massachusetts, for
example, has the same right to go to Idaho and enter public
land as one of your own citizens has any reason to have.

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. He has the same right, of course; but
he can not get any benefit from it unless he goes there.

Mr. LENROOT. A citizen of Massachusetts is as free to
obtain a homestead in Wyoming as is a citizen of Wyoming.
We believe that the public lands should, wherever possible, be
devoted to the making of homes, and that such policy is the best
for all the people of the United States. It is true that in the
Eastern States we have made no distinction between the passing
of title of the public lands to secure homes and the passing of
title for speculation or for the benefit of monopoly. But because
those who have gone before us have been remiss in their duty,
have improperly administered their trust, is no reason why we
should make the same mistake. But more than that, the people
of every one of these publie-land States have by solemn, ordi-
nance expressly renounced any and all claim to the public lands
within their borders—I shall not take the time to cite all of
them, but only one or two by way of illustration.

In ‘the constitution of the State of Wyoming, adopted in 1889,
is found this language:

The people inhabiting this State do agree and declare that they-

forever disclaim all right and title to the unappropriated public lands
lying within the boundaries thereof.

It is also provided in the constitution that this, together with
certain other provisions, shall be irrevocable without the consent
of the United States and the people of Wyoming.

The constitution of the State of Utah, adopted in 1895, pro-
vides, in part, as follows:

The following ordinance shall be irrevocabla without the consent of
the United States and the people of this Sta

First. Perfect toleration of religious sentiment 1s guaranteed. No
inhabitant of this State shall ever be molested in or property

n
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In view of the solemn obligation entered into by the people
in the various States at the time those States were admitted
into the Union, and in view of the fact that it was made a
condition of their admission to the Union, it does not lie well
in their mouths at this time and at this day to claim before
the Congress of the United States that the lands within the
States ought to belong to the people of the States and that they
have the right to them. [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, much has been said about the right of these
publie-land States to equality of treatment with the Eastern
States. If they mean by that that if 50 years and more ago
there was mismanagement of the public domain in the Eastern
States such mismanagement should also prevail in the Western
States, I ean not follow them, nor will that idea be followed
by the intelligent, patriotic men of the West. But while they
cry out that they are being discriminated against they are
asking us to do for them what has never been done for any
Eastern States. They have asked Congress to turn over to
those States all the public lands within their borders. That
has never been done for any Eastern State. In the water-
power conference held last September, which I have referred to,
they ask Congress to make all public lands subjeet to the right
of eminent domain. That has never been granted to any East-
ern State. Others ask that all or the greater portion of the
proceeds of publie lands be paid to the States in which the lands
are situated. That has never been done for any Eastern State.
In fact, we are now more liberal to the Western States than
we have been to the Eastern States. Until very recently all of
the proceeds of public lands with the exception of 5 per cent
went into the General Treasury. Now it goes into the recla-
mation fund, for the benefit of the West. This very bill now
pending gives 50 per cent of the proceeds, of these leases to the
State in which the property is situated as soon as It is repaid
into the reclamation fund, after once being used.

Again, some very able men in the West believe that we are
attempting to control and appropriate the water in the streams
of the West. If there was any foundation for such belief from
the language of the bill which passed the House last session,
there is none in this bill, for we not only disclaim expressly any
interference with water rights which now exist, but we make it
clear that the charges to be imposed are rentals for the land
used, which, when the power itself is generated upon public
land, may be measured by the power produced. Here we exer-
cise the right of a private proprietor to base the charge upon
anything they choose, and the only distinction between our pro-
prietorship and that of a private individual is that if it was
private property a power company could condemn it under the
right of eminent domain, but they can not do so as long as it
belongs to the United States.

Much has also been said about the leasing policy depriving the
States of taxes, Just the contrary is true, Development under
u leasing policy will open up new avenues of taxation. It is
well settled in the courts that the States may tax all improve-
ments upon the land that are personal property; they may tax
the output of the mine; they may tax the leasehold interest; or
they may, through a State income tax, tax the income of the
lessees of the Government. This leasing policy will increase
the taxation revenues of the State, and, more than that, the
entire proceeds from the leased properties go to the development
and upbuilding of these public-land States.

Why have we put in this bill provision for the control and
regulation of rates and service in certain eases? In the first
place, in so far as interstate commerce is concerned, we have
the right in our sovereign capacity to regulate those matters,
and so long as we do not exercise that right as a sovereign we
may do so as a proprietor in the manner provided in this bill.
There can be no conflict of authority, then. So far as purely
State business is concerned, we only propose to regulate when
the State fails to do so. Just as soon as the State acts and regu-
lates them we withdraw by the terms of the bill from the field.
Most of the States now have commissions to regulate these
corporations, but some have not. The State of Utah is one
that has no regulation whatever.

And let me say right here, with respect to the State of Utah,
that some of the most determined opposition to this legislation
comes from that State, including its governor and other officials.
The State of Utah makes no attempt to control any public-service
corporation within its boundaries. It has no public utilities
commission, and when they ask us to turn over the public lands
within the State of Utah to be administered under the State
laws they ask us to turn over the public lands of Utah to that
great power monopoly which exists in the State of Utah to-day,
because under the laws of Utah as they exist to-day that power
company could then condemn these very lands under the right
of eminent domain.

‘for all the West.

I have now covered, I believe, the principal provisions of the
bill. - I sincerely hope that it will become a law at this session.
It will open up the resources of the West to legitimate develop-
ment and prove a blessing to its people. True, g few men will
not be able to become enormously wealthy without the invest-
ment of any capital through its provisions, but the legitimate
capitalist and the honest investor will find seturity and protec-
tion in it. I sincerely hope that the hostility of certain people
in the West and of certain water power corporations will not
be able to defeat it as they have in the past, but those who are
of the belief that if this bill is defeated legislation of the char-
acter demanded by the Western Water Power Conference will
some day be enacted are very greatly mistaken. The sooner the
people of the West realize that the United States will never part
with the absolute title to these water-power sites and coal and
oil deposits upon the public lands the sooner will these great
resources be utilized.

Legislation along the general lines of the pending bill will be
enacted, if not at this session then at some time in the future,
and if the resources shall remain locked up in the future let it
be clearly understood that the people of the public-land States
are alone to blame. [Loud applause.]

Mr. TILSON. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a
question?

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield
to the gentleman from Connecticut?

Mr. LENROOT. ' Yes; I yield.

Mr. TILSON. I have been very much interested in the gen-
tleman’s exposition of the bill. Reaching section 15, I find a
proviso whieh, after repealing laws in conflict with this act,
provides that the provisions of the act of February 15, 1901,
shall continue in full foree and effect as to lands within the
Yosemite, Sequoia, and General Grant National Parks in the
State of California. I ask why that exception is made?

Mr. LENROOT. Because we exclude these parks from the .
terms of the bill.

Mr. TILSON. Yes; that is just the question. Why are
these excluded when other parks and other public lands are not
excluded?

Mr. MANN. The House did it last year.

Mr. LENROOT. The House itself did it. It was done upon
the floor of Congress. They desired some legislation in refer-
ence to it, and accordingly the bill of 1901 was left to apply. =

Now, I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from California
[Mr. KENT].

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, Lex-
rootr] reserves the balance of his time, 13 minutes. The gen-
tleman from California [Mr, KExT] is recognized for 10 minutes,

Mr. KENT. Mr. Chairman, I am somewhat amused at the
attitude of certain people from the West. They pretend to speak
I think I can speak for a little of the West
myself. I was the first man in the State of Nevada as a land-
owner and a stockman to fight for the enlightened policy of
leases or permits on the forests. To-day the State of Nevada
is unanimously in favor of the preservation of those forests,
although they may have no trees in them. My district in Cali-
fornia contains nearly 40,000 square miles and has in it vast
areas of public domain in and out of the forest reserves. I
hear no word of State sovereignty or Federal oppression from
my 90,000 voting constituents.

I am amused at the attitude of some other gentlemen, includ-
ing one gentleman who is particularly hostile to the idea of the
public control of anything, who came before the Committee on
the Public Lands and asked for a municipal coal mine for the city
of Grand Junetion, Colo.—a piece of socialism that we conserva-
tionists had never thought of forcing upon the State of Colo-
rado. We granted him his municipal coal mine and blessed
him for his idea. I for one urged an appropriation to make
good the depleted tax roll of his State. [Laughter.] Now, a
gentleman in another body has been particularly hostile——

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield right there?

The CHATRMAN,

Mr. KENT. Yes.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. When it is understood that we
have something like 9,000,000 acres of coal in the State of Colo-
rado which is being held up and not used and is withdrawn
from entry, does the gentleman think it is socialism or other-
wise than good citizenship to give relief to the cities which are
now paying $6.50 for coal when they paid $2 before?

Mr. KENT. I can not allow the gentleman to take up my
time by making a speech, I am not afraid of being called a
Socialist ; the Socialists honored me by giving me their nomina-
tion in the last election.

Does the gentleman yield?
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Another gentleman from Colorado who occupies a seat in an-
other body that is unfit to mention in this House under the
rules of this House [laughter] came before us and said he
wanted a publie park in the State of Colorado.

We said, “ Splendid. We will give the State of Colorado this
mountain park.”

He said, “We do not want a Colorado park; we want a
Federal park.” And before he finished his argument he admitted
that he disliked bureaucratic eontrol, but loved bureaucratic ap-
propriations. And we shall find that running through the whole
plea of State rights in this House that the people who make
the loudest clamor for State rights are the first people who
eome in and call loudest upon Uncle Sam for help.

Now, when they talk about alienating these lands to the several
States, while I have no time to go into detafl, I can mention a
few cases where States have been more recaleitrant in the
performance of their duty than has the Federal Government.
The State of California had been granted by the Federal
Government the swamp and overflow lands in the Sacramento
Valley. The State sold these lands at $1.25 an acre under the
proviso, I believe, that $2.50 should be paid for their reclamation.
Not one thing has ever been done or a dollar spent, and these
lands are in private ownership and will be made worth two or
three hundred dollars an acre when an adequate system of im-
provement is adopted, largely at State expense.

The Federal Government gave to the State of Nevada
3,000,000 acres, and Nevada permitted the location of those
acres wherever the purchaser wished, in blocks as small as 40
acres. The State of Nevada gave those lands in any quantity,
from 40 acres up, to anyone who wanted them. The result has
been that most of the water in the State of Nevada has been
taken over ; that most of the springs are in private and exelusive
ownership by these who acted with the full authority of the
State of Nevada. That is the way the State of Nevada has
been skinned and skimmed.

Now, when we talk about this horrible policy of tenancy and
leasing, I want to bring to your attention the fact that the
State of Wyoming grants grazing leases, a thing that is more
abhorred by our gentleman from Wyoming than any other erime
against nature and the Constitution in all the long list of con-
servation sins which he so verbosely decries than any other
possible conservation suggestion. The State of Texas also grants
grazing leases,

And now a word about what we ought to do with some of our
water power in the public domain. The water power in the for-
est reserves is under the control of the Seeretary of Agriculture.
A gentleman from Alabama, now a member of a body unfit for
our consideration, shed many tears on the floor of this House
over the fact that the water powers of his State might be util-
ized for extracting nitrogen from the air and thereby fertilizing
the fields of his State, and that they were not developed simply
hecanse we insisted upon control. I asked this gentleman from
Alabama to state, if the proposed grantees should be permiited
to use these water powers to extract nitrogen from the air, to
make cyanamid or other chemical fertilizer, what price would
they ask. He admitted that it would be just a trifie below the
Chilean price of nitrates, and the people who manufaectured that
cyanamid in Alabama would pray the Lord, and possibly lobby
in Chile, to have the export taxes of Chile raised so that they
could make a larger margin of profit.

I should like to see the time come when the Agricultural
Department, either through agencies under lease, or directly,
would manufacture this needed fertilizer and serve it out to
a barren country at what it costs the Government, plus a profit
if it were done through an agency. We can use these water
powers in a thousand different ways for the public welfare if we
merely hold our grip on them until we can make proper terms.
Men have come to this House and asked the privilege of accept-
ing our terms, and thereafter of investing immense sums of
money in the production of hydroelectric energy. Their efforts
have been blocked simply because of what is called * the danger
of a bad precedent.” Before I became a member of the eity
council of Chicago, I applied, through my friend Maxw, then an
honored alderman from my ward, for the privilege of putting
pipes under the streets to connect up three of my buildings, so
that I would need only one steam plant and one electric plant. As
a matter of common decency and justice I offered to pay rental
for the privilege to the city of Chicago. The matter was re-
ferred to the committee on streets and alleys South. Hon.
Buathhouse John Ceoughlin was chairman of that committee, and
he finally told my friend Maww, “Jma, I will do it for you; but
I don’t do it for no money for leases to be paid the city; that is
a bad preeedent.,” [Laughter.] He was capable of frankly add-
- ing that the aldermen needed the money more than did the city.
I yield back the remainder of my time, Mr, Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman yields back 4 minutes of
his 10 minutes,

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Heruix having
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the
Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, one of its elerks, announced that the
Senate had passed bill and joint resolution of the following
titles, in which the concurrence of the House was requested :

8.1773. An aet to authorize the construction of a bridge
across the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at or near Kermit,
W. Va.; and

8. J. Res. 62. Joint resolution extending the time for filing
the final report of the Joint Committee of Congress to Investi-
gate Rural Credits.

WATER-POWER DEVELOPMENT AND USE OF PUBLIC LANDS.

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado and Mr. MONDELL rose.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Tay-
LoR], a member of the committee, is recognized.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I will say to my
friend from Wyoming [Mr. MoxperLL] that I am going to tnke
only a moment or two at this time. I expect to briefly discuss
the leasing proposition generally on the suceceeding bill—the
coal bill—rather than on this water-power measure. I have
prepared a minority report on the eoal bill (H. R. 406), and
I contemplate going somewhat into the details of the poliey at
that time; but there are one or two things to which I wish to
call attention at this time.

It has been very vigoreusly proclaimed here that the West
needs unlocking and that our development is at a standstill.
To a certain extent that is true, for this reason: We have now
only the right-of-way temporary-permit law for the develop-
ment of water power. Capital ean not and will not invest
under a temporary permit revoeable at the whim of some petty
Government official. The water-power sites of the West are
withdrawn from private entry, and as long as the Government
follows that poliey and refuses to grant to anybody the owner-
ship of the sifes or a permanent tenure fot the development of
water power, of course there will be little or no development
of water power. If the Interior Department would revoke
those withdrawals and grant permanent rights of way upon
and under express conditions preventing monopoly and reserv-
ing the right to regulate charges, rates, and service whenever
the State publie-utility commissions do not properly perform
that service, there would be as much water-power development
as there is any demand for. I think many of our power eom-
panies are in the hands of a receiver now.

Reference has been made by the last speaker to our ecoal
situation.

The coal lands of the West have for several years been with-
drawn from entry, and where they have been classified they
have been valued so high that nobody will or can buy them. The
result of that has Dbeen to enhance enormously the value of the
private coal holdings. It has given the coal companies a Govern-
ment-made monopoly that no other pewer on earth could have
given them, and it has permitted them to raise the price of
coal from $2.50 a ton to $6.50 and make millions of dollars off
of the consumers by reason of this conservation policy. That
is eonservation of the people’s money in the pockets of the large
eoal companies.

If it is true that the water-power companies have very largely
gone into combinations, it is also true that nmearly all the West-
ern States are adopting efficient public-utility laws that are
regulating the prices and service, and it does seem fo me that
in the end the regulation of the rates and the charges and the
service and all those things pertaining to power and the use of
conl and fuel gererally and light are going to be in the hands
of a public-utility commission of the States; and if the States
do not perform their duties, the Federal Government would be
justified in reserving the right to do so.

Let me say this in behalf of the governors of the Western
States that have been referred to: For the past four or five
yvears they have held meetings, at which they have discussed
these subjects, and they have repeatedly said they were opposed
to any monopoly or waste and do not object to any reasonable
regnlation, so far as preventing monopoly, waste, or extortion
is eoncerned, or so far as regulating rates and service by public
utility commissions. They object on principle to this permanent
withdrawal and Federal leasing policy. They vigorously in-
gist that it is not right or fair to our Western States.

What the West objects to in a nutshell is this: We insist, first,
that our States were admitted into the Union on the spme ferms
and conditions as the other States and have the same rights that
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the older States have. None of the property within your States
has ever been withheld from private ownership and taxed for
the benefit of the Federal Treasury. You have no right to pre-
vent our resources from going into private ownership and going
onto our tax roll to help support our State and county govern-
ments ; second, the West is poor; you have no right to tax the
West to support the East; and, third, you have no right to con-
trol our local domestic affairs by sending Federal employees from
Washington out_there to regulate us. We do not like bureau-
cratic control. We do not like long-distance government. That
is what we object to. We object to our States being treated and
exploited as Federal provinces. We believe our commonwealths
are sovereign States, and that we have the publie spirit and in-
telligence and as much right to control the resources in our
State as you have in your State. Beecause, forsooth, you have
the power on the floor of this House and in the Senate to pass
this bill and to regulate our local affairs, we do not concede that
that gives you any moral, equitable, legal, or constitutional
right to do =o.

Of course our people want development, and some of them are
willing to aceept almost anything that gives any hope of develop-
ment. But Colorado has never yet instructed or authorized me
to surrender her birthright for a mess of pottage. I hope this
bill may bring about water-power development and benefit the
people, but I do not believe it will.

Talk as you please about taxes where property is held by the
Government, we can not tax it. Why should we be compelled to
support our State government by taxing only a part of our
lands and part of our people? We have as many State institu-
tions as you have, and only about one-quarter or one-third of
the territory of our Commonwealth to tax. Why should we
allow all this valuable property to be forever withheld by the
Government of the United States, and we be prevented from
putting any taxation upon it for the support of our schools, our
State government, our county government, our courfs, our roads,
and the development of our country generally ?

As a matter of fact, we must go down into our pockets and
foot the bills for maintaining the State and county govern-
ments and the courts that administer the laws that protect
your Federal officials that you see fit to put upon us. We must
maintain the schools and build the roads the Government agents
use, The whole Federal leasing proposition is absolutely un-
fair and an outrage upon the West, It is exploiting us as a
Federal province or insular possession that we object to. This
has never been done or attempted before in the history of this
Government, and we are emphatically opposed to this un-
Ameriean policy. That is the plain proposition. Because you
have the power, because there are coal mines and water-
power sites on our territory, you say we will hold them in
Government ownership, put taxes upon them as we see fit, and
use the taxes where we see fit. You say that you are giving
the funds temporarily to reclamation service. Of course, that
is a benefit to the West. The funds will be used in that fund
for from 20 to 30 years and then one-half go into the Federal
Treasury and one-half into the State treasury; and yet I fear
there is not a man on the floor of this House who will ever see
one dollar of it go into the State treasury. It is now that we
need the money. It is this generation which needs the taxes.
We need more than royalties. We need the taxes on these
resources to build roads, to support schools, and to develop the
country. It is not the next generation; the next generation will
take care of itself. It is the present poor and undeveloped
West that needs your encouragement, rather than being de-
prived of our resources and being taxed and penalized and
governed by Federal employees, becanse we have not the power
to prevent it. That is the position we are in.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Yes,

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Is there any provision made for the
identification of the money that goes into the reclamation fund?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. No; nobody can tag the dollars
that goes into that fund. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not care
to discuss this matter further in detail, but, as I said before, I
will take it up at length when the coal bill comes up,

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield?

- Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Certainly.

Mr. MANN. If the money going into the reclamation fund
can not be tagged, does not the gentleman think that the State
will get one-half of all that is paid in?

Mr, TAYLOR of Colorado. I hope so; but I do not believe
that any one of us here will ever live long enough to see a dollar
of it get into the State treasury. At least, I fear not.

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think that the State of Illi-
nois ought to have had one-half of the proceeds of the sale of
the public lands of that State?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. The State of Illinois has got all
her land in private ownership and on the tax roll.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman does not answer the question. I
ask him whether he thinks the State of Illinois ought to have
had one-half given to it by the General Government of the pro-
ceeds of the sale of all the lands of that State?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. That is not a parallel question.
We are willing, after it is used once in the reclamation fund, to
give the Federal Government all the proceeds of the sale of our
lands. The money will, of course, then go into the Federal
Treasury the same as the funds did from the sale of the Illi-
nois lands. But that is not a drop in the bucket compared with
the amount we lose in taxes by the land being perpetually
withheld from private ownership.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has not answered the question,
but the question itself is a complete answer to the gentleman's
argument.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado.
balanee of my time,

MESSAGE FREOM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr, Froop having taken
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate,
by Mr. Waldorf, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had
passed, without amendment, bill of the following title:

H. R. 3681. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge
across the Arkansas River at or near Tulsa, Okla.

The message also announced that the President of the United
States had approved the following Senate joint resolutions and
bill :

On December 17, 1915:

S. J. Res, 38, Joint resolution to transfer the Government
exhibit from the Panama-Pacitic International Exposition to the
Panama-California Exposition, and for other purposes.

On December 18, 1915:

S.J. Res, 56. Joint resolution exfending the time for filing
the report of the Joint Committee of Congress on the Fiscal Re-
lations between the District of Columbia and the United States.

S.696. An act authorizing the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. to
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Allegheny
River at Oil City, Venango County, Pa. k

WATER-POWER DEVELOPMENT AND USE OF PUBLIC LANDS.

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, before I begin the discussion
of the provisions of the bill I want to pay a little attention to
the artistic straw man skillfully constructed and decorated by
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LExroor], after which he
proceeded very adroitly to spar with the straw man and pierce
him through. His straw man was his assumption that the
people of the West believe that they own the lands within the
borders of their States, or have a superior claim upon them.
I have lived in the West a long time and I have never heard
any such claim asserted by anybody. What the people of the
West believe, and what the people of all of the Union wherever
there was public land have always believed, is, first, that each
of the States of the Union came into the Union on an equality
with the other States, and whenever anything is done or at-
tempted to be done which destroys or disturbs that eguality
it is our duty to resist it on behalf of our own people and for
the good of the country as a whole. We further believe, as the
Supreme Court has in substance declared, that the Federal
Government is the proprietor of the public domain, in trust for
all the people. We believe that the man who has the highest

Mr, Chairman, I reserve the

‘right to the publie domain is the man from any part of the Union

who takes the trouble to go to the public land and take upon
himself the privations and hardships necessary to reduce that
land to a useful and habitable condition. As that man, and
others like him, becomes a resident of a public-land State when
he does those things, it is true to that extent that he and all
citizens so situated have a superior claim to the part of the
public land to which they attach their claim, and to the proper
use of the adjacent lands,

Their claim is certainly superior to that of the man who, rest-
ing comfortably under his vine and fig tree back East somewhere,
does not do the things or undergo the hardships necessary to
make the public domain habitable, useful, and valuable. We
are not standing on any foolish claim that we own or have a
superior claim to the publie lands, but we stand as the defender
of the rights of .those already on the ground and those who
shall some time come to assert and affix their personal rights to
the publie demain, or to certain portions of it, under the laws of
the land, even as our people have done from the foundation of
the Government. The position we take is the position that has
always been taken by those who from Ohio west have attempted
in the new States to maintain that equality of condition and op-
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portunity guaranteed by the Constitution and enjoyed by the
citizens of older States.

I am against this bill because I am against the principles, or
lack of principles, that lie at the foundation of it, and I am
against it for those reasons,

It is not by the consolidation or concentration of ers but by their
distribution that Fond government is effected. not this great
country already divided into Shltns, tlmt division must be that
each might do-for itself what concerns itself directly and w!
s0 much better do than a dlsta.nt authority. Were we
Washingten when to sow and when to reap, we should goon want hrea.d

Those are the words of Thomas Jefferson. I am also against
it for these reasons:

The powers delegated by the
defined. Those which remain in the State governments are numerous
and indefinite. The former will be exercised on external
objects as war, peace, ne;iouaﬂons. forelgn commer th w!m:h hxt
the power of taxation will for the most part be connected. The powen
reserved to the sev States will extend to all of the business whlch
in the ordinary course of affairs concerns the lives, liberties, and prop-
erties of the people, the internal order, lmprovt, and prosperi
of the States.

Those are the words of another great Democrat, James
Madison.

These two declarations, if they are accepted as a proper rule
and guide, condemn this bill and every feature and factor of it.
Let us see what it is. It affects only States where there are
public lands. Therefore it affects now about 16. It affects to a
considerable extent only about eight—the Mountain and Coast
States. It affects within those States only such water-power
development as must use some part of the public lands, either
for the power plant or some part of it or for the carrying of a
transmission line. It is, therefore, sectional as to the States
it affects. It establishes different conditions even within those
States as between powers which may be located side by side,
the one wholly or partly on public land or wholly on private
land but perchance running a transmission line across a narrow
strip of public land, the other wholly on private land. On those
power plants which are affected it proposes to lay a tax, not
based in any way on the value of the Government property used,
but based on the total productive capacity of the plant. To
illustrate, a plant producing ten, twenty, thirty, forty thousand
horsepower may be located entirely upon private land, no part of
its plant on or near public land; but in sending a transmission
line across the country, 10, 20, 30, or 40 miles away, it may be
necessary that the line cross a narrow strip of public land, pos-
sibly a quarter of a mile in width, and immediately forthwith
and thereupon the Secretary of the Interior or some clerk of his,
under his authority, may levy and assess such charges as he in
his wisdom, or lack of wisdom, may desire to do, based on the
entire horsepower development of that great plant. The tract
of public land crossed may not be worth £5. The use of it by a
transmission line may in no wise affect its use for other pur-
poses, and yet the very fact that the line crosses it makes it
possible to assess a sum against that power plant that may run
into tens of thousands of dollars per annum.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONDELL. Certainly.

Mr. LENROOT. Is the gentleman aware that under an
amendment of the committee printed in the bill that condition
of affairs could not arise, because no such authority is granted
the Secretary to charge for water power unless some part of
the power is generated on the land used?

Mr. MONDELL. Whereabouts is that?

Mr. LENROOT. ~ On page T.

Mr. MONDELL. The committee, that being the case, has
had some little eleventh-hour conversion that might well have
come long, long ago, because this same committee, or another
committee having the same title, assured us a year ago that this
bill was absolutely perfect in all respects; and when I pre-
sumed to make a few remarks relative to it I came very near
being accused of being an undesirable citizen.

Mr., MANN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONDELL. I will

Mr. MANN. I notice section 8 and a committee amendment,
and I can not see myself how it makes very much distinetion in
the bill, but the original bill as it passed the House only
authorized specific charges for power developed and sold or
used.

Constitution are few and

Mr. MONDELL. Sold or used.

Mr. MANN. That was charged for the power developed and
sold or used ; development, sale, or use.

Mr., MONDELL. I am glad the gentlemen who have been
supporting this measure are now reaching a point where they
are entering their pleas in confession and avoidance.

Mr. MANN. Do not include me in that class. I think the

Government ought to have control where the lines may run way:

ntboveIm the ground, where the wire does not strike the ground
a ‘

Mr. MONDELL. Let me say this: I have not had time to
carefully investigate the amendment to which the gentleman
from Wisconsin refers, but, looking at it hurriedly, I doubt if
it will change the character of the legislation, and I am still
of the opinion that the bill as it will be administered will have
exactly the effect that all of its sponsors have heretofore up
to this good hour claimed it would have, to wit, that all that
was necessary to do to trap one of these power companies, no
matter how enormous were its holdings elsewhere, was to have
a little public land reserved somewhere which it must pass a
power line over, and I am still inclined to the opinion that that
is true. If it were not true, why are we reserving a lot of
these so-called power sites? Some of them are not so located
that anyone will ever build a dam or power plant upon them,
because the land adjacent to the stream on which the dam
would be built, which the waters would flood, on which the
plant would be builded, have long since and years ago passedl
into private owmnership. So-called power sites have been re-
served which consist of strips of land lying back of the streams
s0 sitnated that it ig impossible to develop power along the
stream without some minor work connected with the plant
passing over the land, or a conduit or pole line to carry the
current to the customers of the company.

Now, if it be true that the committee has entirely about-
faced and the Secretary of the Interior has entirely changed his
mind and that the only plants to which this law applies are
those that actually have their works builded on public land,
then there is no special reason why our friends the extreme
conservationists should particularly plume themselves over this
legislation.

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONDELL. Because in that event it will only affect a
few plants outside of those that may be located on the forest
reserves; few plants, in my opinion.

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONDELL. I will.

Mr. LENROOT. The gentleman did not understand me to
say that the bill now relates only to public lands upon which
power is developed. What I did say was that the charge
based upon power developed will only be made where the power
is developed upon public land. In the case of a transmission
line the charge will not be made on the power developed and
is not, in faet, being sold to-day by the department, but based
upon a mileage basis.

Mr. MONDELL. Well, there may be some amendment re-
cently adopted since I was before the committee that will effect
these changes, but from a hurried reading of these amendments
I am still inclined to think that the bill is not materially differ-
ent now from what it was last year. What has been claimed
for it all the time? Its most enthusiastic friends have been
particularly enthusiastic about it because it was a sort of
water-power catchall, under which, by retaining large acreages,
sometimes in narrow sirips, in publlc ownership it would be
possible to trap water development, and by so doing be able to
lay a charge upon the development measured by the water-
power development on plants scores or perhaps hundreds of
miles away and located on private land.

But it has only one objection. Taxation is bad enough, heaven
knows, when it is inequitable and inequitably burdensome, but
there are even worse things than taxation in this world. One
of them is the denial of those principles on which the Govern-
ment, which you have sworn to defend, is based; and if this
bill does not run squarely contrary to the Constitution of the
United States then there must be some devious winding path-
way through that ancient instrument which up to this time no
one has been able to find. This masquerades as a bill to lease
the public domain for water-power development. To a fair
proposition of that kind I have no serious objection, Though
I have very strong views about the limitations of the IFederal
Government’s control and ownership of public lands, T am not
one of those who believe that the Federal Government is with-
out authority to lease its lands. I have come to that conclusion
with a good deal of hesitation and some misgivings. 1 still
have some fear of its effect on the Republic, on the States and
their citizens, not in their business life so much as in their
political affairs and relations.

If all that was involved in this bill was the matter of making
a reasonable charge for the use of the public lands for power
development, I should not particularly object. I should mot
seriously object if the charge were a considerable one consider-
ing the value of the lands so used. I should want it based and
bottomed on the value of the property, and, of course, it ought
not to be unreasonable, the value of the property considered.
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But that is not this bill. That is what it pretends to be, but
that is not what it is. It is a measure that, assuming a right
on the part of the Federal Government to lease its lands rather
than sell them, further assumes that, having done that, the
Federal Government can do a great variety of things in the way
of taxing and controlling domestic eorporations which, if done,
does not leave the States in which it is done or their citizens
%1 n?o position or condition or equality with the balance of the
n.

Now, I am a believer in local self-government, sometimes
called State rights. I think that Brother Bartlett, of Georgia,
before he left us said that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
CAnnoN] was, after himself, the next best Democrat, from the
viewpoint of preserving the rights of the people to control their
affairs, on the floor, and he named me as third. But I am not
s0 insistent about State rights that I would quarrel with any
provision that went to the limit of the Federal power up to
the point of encroachment upon the rights of the State if it
were entirely clear that no harm could come to the country by
so doing and it was necessary for the public good. Harm will
come, however, when you attempt by statute to disturb the
equilibrium, the poise, the balance, the division of powers as
between the people and the States. I still believe with the
famous Democrat whom I quoted a few moments ago that the
best way to have good government is to leave local affairs
with the people. I know that there are a lot of folks who feel
differently. The curious thing about it is——

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think that about woman
suffrage? [Laughter.]

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; the gentleman thinks that about
woman suffrage. The gentleman thinks, of course, that each of
the States, of and by itself, should give women the right to
vote and would benefit thereby. The gentleman also believes
that the Constitution very clearly provides a way whereby the
States can determine the matter through a constitutional
amendment, and therefore it is entirely proper to invoke that
method under the Constitution, in accordance with the Con-
stitution, to bring about this great good, which, if accom-
plished, would seftle a lot of these things that now trouble us.

When, however, you proceed on the theory that nothing but
the salt of Federal control will save a people locally, you have
by that token indicated your lack of confidence in the principles
on which our fathers founded this Government. If the people
of the States of this Union are not competent, if they are not
disposed to, if they will not regulate and confrol and protect
themselves against their own domestic corporations, no salt
of Federal control exercised in a pump-handle way from Wash-
ington will ever save them. [Applause.] That applies not only
to this bill, but to a great many things that are proposed here.

There seems to be great fear in certain quarters that the
people of some States will not prove capable of self-government,
and our attention is drawn to the fact that the State of Utah
has not a public-service commission. I think it is the only
Western State that has not. I assume it is due to the fact
that up to this time the public-service corporations have been
treating the people there so well as to rates and charges that
they have not considered it was necessary fo have further
regulation. We did not have a public-service commission in my
State until last year. But I pay no more for eleciric energy
in a little town of 1,200 people in northern Wyoming than I
pay in the Capital of the Nation, under Federal control and
jurisdiction. [Applause.]

Not only does this bill burden the people through the owner-
ship of public 1and, but through the medium of that ownership
it attempts to set aside under certain conditions the sovereign
power of communities to say what they will pay for their elec-
triec current. Assume a considerable power plant in the
northern part of my State furnishing the current to light
a very considerable little city and to run the street railway.
Assume this is done at a rate less than we pay here under
Federal jurisdiction and control. Assume that this plant and
all its lines and property are on private land. TUnder this bill
if it extended its line across the State border, particularly if
in doing so it crossed a little public land, neither the county
commissioners of the county nor the city council of the city nor
the public-utility commission of the State of Wyoming would
have anything to say about the rates or practices of that plant,
But down here in the Interior Department would be a clerk,
who perhaps had never gotten beyond the Potomac or across
Rock Creek, and therefore was fully informed, who would
proceed to say how the people should be served by that com-
pany and under what terms and conditions they should pay
for that service.

Now, that may be good legislation in the minds of some folks.
If I were a rampant, raging Federalist, who believed that

bureaucracy was the acme of perfection in human government,
and that centralization was the cure of all evils, I would be for
that very thing, and I would want to vote for this bill,

I want to suggest to some of the brethren who do not live in
the region to which this applies, that if we adopt this principle
in the West, of course it must be applied to all the development
on the navigable streams throughout the country, for surely
there is no one here who would say that what is sauce for the
western goose should not be sauce for the Middle and Eastern
States’ gander. If it is right that the Government shall,
through some attenuated theory, control, tax, and eventually
own, as is contemplated by this bill, water powers of the country ;
if that is the idea that appeals to us, then, of course, we should
have if, not only on this bill, but on a bill to come in a little
later, relating to the navigable streams.

I have said that this bill applies only to certain States. The
people of those States have been accused of being selfish in
demanding things that no one else has demanded or secured.
I deny that. But the western people have been a unit, practi-
cally, speaking through their governors and speaking through
their representatives at meetings in Denver, Salt Lake, Port-
:)aiﬁd' and elsewhere, in their opposition to the principles of this

In so doing they believe they are standing not only for their
rights—bless you, no—but standing also for the right of Ameri-
can Commonwealths to remain on an eguality each with the
other. In their attitude against special taxation and bureau-
cratic eontrol the western people think they are defending the
rights of all of those who may come from Massachusetts or
from North or South Carolina or from Mississippi or New York
to those new States to find there opportunities under conditions
familiar to them, in accordance with the Constitution of the
United States, and not conditions applied as though, as the gen-
tleman from Colorado says, the West were a Federal province.

We believe in sane conservation; we believe in the develop-
ment of our resources in a way to make them most service-
able in the public interest. We believe in preventing waste, and
above all things I want to impress this on you, that we of the
West believe in the public eontrol of water-power development.
If there is any place on earth where that control has been de-
nied or shall be denied, it can not be in the States to which this
bill applies. Here in the East you adopted the common-law
rule of riparian rights, and under that rule I understand there
are conditions under which those using water power to generate
electricity have been disposed to question the complete control
of the public over all matters of operation, rates, and charges.

That may be true in the land of riparian rights. But this bill
refers to the land of appropriation. The very basic principle of
our law relative to the use of water is that the water belongs
to the people, that no right to water can be acquired by anyone
at any time, except the right to use it for a beneficial purpose,
at a given place, for a certain purpose. [Applause.] And over
that use the publie, owning the water, has absolute and unques-
tioned control. So that if there be any place in the country
where it is necessary for the strong arm of the Federal Govern-
ment to be stretched forth because of a denial of the right of
the people to control, it ean not be in the States of water appro-
priation, where no one has ever questioned and no one ever will
question the right of the community absolutely to control in
every way all uses of water.

A good deal has been said at one time and another—more
formerly than now, although we hear the echoes to-day—of
great monopolies, great concentration of water-power develop-
ment, It is true water-power development is a monopoly, a
natural monopoly, and the tendency is toward concentration;
and the curious thing about it is that the concentration move-
ment, which was used to scare the people into belief in this
kind of legislation is a movement now applauded and approved
by the promoters of the legislation. Gentlemen and conserva-
tionists so celebrated as Mr. Pinchot and the Director of the
Geological Survey, Mr. George Otis Smith, now call attention
to this tendency to concentration to approve it. This very
bill provides for it, because, they say, only by concentration,
so that the current can be used freely over a large area, can
there be the widest and most continuous use, and therefore the
lowest rates. And so the argument with which all this began
has been dropped and their bogey man, raised by the ultra-
conservationists, has, as they become familiar with it, been
embraced by them as one of the cardinal tenets of their faith.

Of course the power companies will concentrate. At least
they will have arrangements under which they can distribute
current over wide and there is no objection to that. It
is the best thing to do, provided always that there is absolute,
unquestioned, complete public control, such as exists in the
States to which this law is proposed and expected to apply.
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But it has been said, “ You gentlemen should not complain.
We are relieving you from an intolerable situation, and it really
is not fair and decent of you to complain about it when we are
in fact giving you an opportunity to develop your resources.”

Well, assuming that our resources are tied up, how did it
bhappen? DMostly the same gentlemen who have been most
active in advoecating this kind of legislation are those who tied
them up or applauded the tying. They appeared before commit-
tees away back yonder in 1901, coerced Congress into giving a
revocable permit for power development rather than a perma-
nent easement, such as we had granted to other classes of water
development. They have since been taking advantage of every
law and every lack of law, as one Secretary of the Interior put
it, to make it more difficult to secure opportunities for develop-
ment. A certain distinguished Secretary of the Interior just
as he was going out of office, without giving any reason or ex-
cuse for it, so far as I now recall, revoked out of hand the
rights of some 25 or 30 power companies, many of which had
spent large sums of money in development. Some of them,
probably most of them, were complying with every requirement
of the department. Of course, after that was done the people
became suspicious of the temporary permit, and water com-
panies did not like to embark upon enterprises under a law
which gave so little security.

Then came water-power withdrawals, withdrawing not gen-
erally, as the public has imagined, marvelously valuable sites,
where dams can be built and waters impounded and wheels
made to turn, but frequently strips or areas of rough land lying
along the streams, where the power development may be
caught in this Federal trap as they pass their power lines
from the stream into the country where they have their mar-
ket. And between these two conditions—the fear, since the can-
cellation of the permits by Secretary Garfield without rhyme
or reason, so far as I know, and the withdrawals—it has been
difficult to develop on or near the public domain., Therefore
they say, * Behold, we bring you this opportunity for develop-
ment."”

Well, if this were the only way in which the West could ever
be developed, some would embrace it; some have, in despair of
other relief; but other and adequate relief can be easily, safely,
and properly given.

The situation is entirely simple. There is no difficulty about
it. All that it is necessary to do is to reenact the right-of-way
act of 1891, so amended as to include within its terms the
right of way for water for the generation of power. I have
tuken the trouble to draft such a bill. I did this some years
ago. It slumbers in the reom of the Committee on Public
Lands. The bill contains, among others, a provision that every
grant of a right of way should be subject to the condition that
if the right of the State to supervise and control in every way
were denied or contested, it would work a forfeiture of the
grant. x

If that is done there can be no question as to the power of
the State to control under such a right-of-way act. There
would still remain in the minds of some misgivings as to whether
the people of the State will protect themselves—the view that
they must have the saving arm of the Federal Government. If
that is the view, in Heaven's name let us not stop at this legis-
lation. Let us go the length, all along the line, and by some
hocus-pocus, by some maneuvering, get around the Federal Con-
stitution so as to take under Federal control every power devel-
opment, every public-service corporation, or anything like one
nnder the flag. If that is a good rule we should not stop at
any half-way or first-step methods. We should go the length.

In addition to the right-of-way act to which I have referred
there are the power sites. They can be taken care of by sim-
ply providing that these power sites may be utilized under the
right-of-way act, and if the lands are disposed of for other
purposes—and many of these lands will not be used for power
sites in our time or in a hundred years, and many of them never
at all, and there are other uses to which people would like to put
them—if they are acquired under the publie-land law it shall be
with a proviso that if ever needed at any time for power pur-
poses the only cost to the user for power purposes shall be the
agricultural value of the land. That cost would not stop, or
hamper, or in anywise burden any development anywhere on
earth.

1 for one am willing to go further than that, and to have the
Government write into every patent that is issued a provision
requiring an acknowledgment of local control over any enter-
prise established on that land for the generation of electric
energy. I will go as far as the most ardent or ultra conser-

vationist to make State and local public control effective.
They are absolutely
They dispose of the whole matter, and they dispose

We can do these things very simply.
effective.

of it in harmony with the theory of our Government, in har-
mony with our institutions, and in a way that will encourage
and protect development.

To go back just a little, to bring up a point that I hurried over,
I wish to say that any legislation which is a fraud, which does
something other than that which it is assumed to do or claimed
or purposed to accomplish, or claimed to be purposed to accom-
plish, ought not to commend itself to any wise legislator.
This bill, as to some of its provisions, is little less than a fraud.
No one now openly denies the right of the States to control
the nonnavigable waters within their borders; and yet the
Federal Government, which disavows any control, in the para-
graphs in the bill hefore the one in which is written down that
self-denying ordinance, proceeds to assert control; and not only
to assert control, but to levy its charges on the basis of that
control.

Of course I am glad that section in which the Congress dis-
claims control over the water is in there. It is mouth-filling,
and it has helped some of our western brethren to more nearly
tolerate this bill than they could otherwise have done. But
either that provision has no force and effect as written into
this bill or else the other provisions of the bill have no force
or effect, and you can take either horn of the dilemma you like.
My own notion is that, while that section to which I have
Jjust referred does state an unquestioned fact, there may be a
way, and it may have been discovered by the ingenious gen-
tlemen who drafted this bill, whereby, through indlirection, the
Federal Government may be able to do something which it
could not do directly and make it stick. That sort of legis-
lation, however, does not ordinarily commend itself to thinking
people.

We of the West claim no rights, privileges, or immunities
that are not now enjoyed by all the people of the Union. We
ask no special favors, though the Congress has been good to us
in some respects, as it has been very good to other parts of the
country. We are not asking that we shall have any oppor-
tunities of development that the balance of the Union has not
had, has not now, and will not have in the future. We are
just as anxious to secure the benefits of the development of
our resources cheaply and in a way useful and beneficial to our
people to the highest degree as anyone else can be. Further-
more we think we are not a pusillanimous folk and will not
allow our power companies to charge unreasonable rates. Any
such suggestion that our State can not control its affairs is
an indictment not so much of our people as of your people,
because we are of you, and everyone knows that no such indict-
ment can be fairly or properly framed. All we ask of the Con-
gress of the United States is that this question, which is simple,
which involves no difficult problems, shall be settled along lines
that will enable us to control our own domestic corporations
and care for our own people and develop our resources, even as
your people have developed theirs from the beginning. [Ap-
plause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes
to the gentleman from California [Mr. CHURCH].

" [Mr. CHURCH addressed the committee. See Appendix.]

Mr, Manx was recognized.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Illinais
will yield for a moment, I would like to see if we can not get
an agreement as to closing general debate. I ask unanimous
consent that at the close of the time consumed by the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. MAxN] and such time as he may yield
out of his hour, general debate be closed,

Mr. CARLIN. Is there any agreement in existence now as to
closing general debate?

Mr. FERRIS. There is none. I ask unanimous consent
that at the expiration of the time consumed by the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. Maxx], and such time as he may yield out
of his hour, all debate be considered as closed.

Mr. CARLIN. One more question; I have not been in the
House all of the time. Has there been any agreement reached
as to voting on any amendment?

Mr. FERRIS. No; we have not reached the bill under the
five-minute rule. ;

Mr. STAFFORD. I would like to ask the gentleman, reserv-
ing the right to object, if he is willing to indicate his course in
the further consideration of the bill to-day.

Mr. FERRIS. If this unanimous consent is agreed to, I pro-
pose to have one section of the bill only read after general
debate is closed and then quit.

Mr. STAFFORD. And then consider the bill under the five-
minute rule the next Calendar Wednesday? i
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Mr. FERRIS. Well, I thought we might consider the bill
to-morrow and the next day, after the speeches that are for the
special order to-morrow.

Mr. MANN. We have Friday and Saturday of this week
practically open.

Mr. FERRIS. I think the leaders of the House on both sides
are willing to pursue that course.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks
unanimous consent that after the time consumed by the gentle-
man from Illineis [Mr. Maxx], and such time as he may allot
out of his hour, that general debate be closed and the bill be
read under the five-minute rule. Is there objection?

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Reserying the right to
object, I have no objection, with the understanding that there
will only be the first paragraph of the bill read to-night.

Mr. MANN. Certainly; we will not take up the bill for
amendment to-night.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MANN. Mr, Chairman, I shall not consume very much
time of the committee. The subject of dam legislation, or
hydroeleciric-power legislation, has been pending in Congress
for a number of years. is, first, the gquestion of the
matter of the development of power where the General Govern-
ment owns the land adjacent to the power, where the streams
are upon the public land. That is the matter referred to and
provided for in this bill. In addition to that there is the
question of the regulation of the construction of dams across
navigable streams or in navigable waters, either in connection
with or entirely apart from the improvement of the waters.
Those matters are in the War Department, so far as the juris-
diction of the administrative end of the Government is con-
cerned, and, in the main, in the House in the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, except where they are di-

rectly connected with river or harbor improvements, when they

come in the river and harber bill from the Committee on Rivers
and Harbors. All phases of these matters have been before the
House on repeated occasions. When I came into the House and
was a member of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce, the practice was for anyone who desired to construct
a dam across navigable waters to have some attorney prepare
a bill, which was introduced into the House and referred to
that committee. Some of those bills would be two or three sec-
tions, maybe a page, long, and some of them would be of many
sections and many pages long, all varying one from another in
their requirements.

I drew what is known as the general dam act, which is still’
the law. That is still a subject of controversy. This bill,

however, relates only to the matter of the construction of dams
for the development of power where the public land of the
United States is affected. It is not a difficult thing to under-
stand the principles which are the basis of the bill. On the
one hand, where the Government owns publie lands, it may by
a general law provide a method by which a citizen of fhe
United States acquires the absolute ownership of the land, to
do with as he pleases. Of course, if he acquires the absolute
ownership he has the power to do with it as he pleases, so far
as the General Government is concerned. That was the policy
of the Government for many years, TUndoubtedly many places
where the land, in connection with the development of power,
is of immense value were given away by the Government upon
what seems to me to have been fairly proper principles at that
time. No one knew the value of this land in the future. No
one a few years ago could project his mind far enough into
the future to understand the great development of electricity
and the immense power which could be developed in the way
of electrical energy by the use of water falls. We adopted
that plan for years. Necessarily it is a monopoly. Wherever
the land can be used for the development of power, it is a
monopoly necessarily. Whoever has the use of it to that exient
has a monopoly. That is in the very essence of the thing. The
question has arisen whether the Government should sunply give
away the use of the land or whether, either by lease or other-
wise, it should in some way and to some extent control the use
of this monopoly. The bill here draws this distinction.. In-
stead of giving the land away, it proposes that the General Gov-
ernment shall lease the land under terms to be fixed by the Sec-
retary of the Interior, in compliance with the law; but which
at any time, as to future leases af least, could be changed by
Congress. And these leases are to be for a period not to exceed
50 years. After all, while our friends from the West complain,
this bill is in their interest, because out of this bill, when en-
acted into lasv, the people of those States will receive a portion
of the benefits which the public gets, instead of some individuals
in those States, or more likely living in Massachusetts, getting

all of the benefits and the profit out of the use of this monopoly,
because it is a monopoly essentially.

Inasmuch as the General Government owns the land in these
States, it belonging to the people of the United States, where it
is not a question merely of the occupation of the land and the
tilling of the soil, which of itself is a monopoly, where it goes
to acquiring some great benefit from the use of the land, either
by the development of electrical power or by taking some mineral
substance out of the land, where the man who had it, if he
acquired it for nothing, made great wealth at once, I have for
years been of opinion that it were better that this great wealth
be partly divided up for the benefit of the people of the United
States and partly for the benefit of those States where it is
located. [Applause.] And really that is the essence of the
bill. We may not all agree about the provisions in a bill of this
sort. No two men would ever draw a bill identically alike
covering the same subject, but I may say to the new Members
of the House that this bill occupied a good deal of time in the
last Congress, and was, I think, as thoroughly considered and
with as able and determined opposition as any bill since I have
been in the House. There was no phase of the propositions in-
volved in the bill which was not considered and debated by the
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Moxperr] and other very able
Members of the House. And the House itself did take action
and make some corrections in the bill.

In connection with this matter, however, I desire to say a
few words only on the other subject which will come before the
House later from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce. The existing law upon the subject relating to the con-
struction of dams in navigable waters, generally referred to as
the general dam act, I drew, reported from the Commititee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and aided in the passage of,
and it is the law. It provides the terms upon which dams in
navigable waters can be granted, the War Department having
authority to grant permission in some cases, but generally the
permission still having to be granted by Congress. The law
now provides, both as to dams and bridges across navigable
waters, that if the dam or the bridge is to be constructed in or
over a stream wholly within the limits of one State, the War
Department has the authority to issue the permit without action
of Congress; but that if it is an interstate stream passing from
one State to another or dividing two States that law does not
apply, and it requires the particular consent of Congress. And
the habit here for years has been to pass special bills for bridges,
sometimes for dams, referring to the general act of Congress.

We have endeavored to modify the existing dam aect. We

did it in the last House. We did modify it somewhat in, I
believe, the Sixty-first Congress.
- I want to refer for a moment to a report from one of the
ablest men now In the Government service, a man for whom I
have the highest regard, Secretary Garrison, Secretary of the
‘War Department. I have a great deal of faith in his judg-
ment about many things. He is a man of judicial mind. But
all men in the Government service, and particularly at the head
of departments, frequently get misled by the ignorance of their
subordinates. Mr. Garrison in his recent report, at the very
beginning of it, on page 3, referred to the failure of Congress
at the Iast session to enact the Adamson bill into law. Referring
to the existing dam act, he goes on tosay'

The evils of the existing law must be conceded ; a consideration of
the general dam act itself reveals them, and the lack of developmzut
under it in the face of a substan d makes proof of them.
is believed that though these evils are now ﬂﬂaﬂ ¥y understood, their
full effect and rn.rreachtns consequences are ly Epreciated With-
out specifying here, it ean in a word and in all that the
existing law 1Is a makesh.lft which eff events all development.
On the one hand it does not offer the necessary induce-
ment for an economical and profitable development, ner on the other
hand would it adequate}y gratect the interests of the public if develo&-
ment were possible tnder Even were it sufficient in these re

been d ted that it would be nnworkable in a.notbcr
eral dam act in name onl{ whue. pnrportlng to lni down genera.l
tlons to cover developmen Ses, nevert
in each case the further special authurimtlon by a:n
slstency which invites a disregard of the general oond iom! makes of
each application an independent legislative proposition, and subjects
each project to the delay and hazard of congressional action,

The trouble with an administrative officer here in one of the
departments who never before he came here had any knowledge
whatever of general procedure or the precedents in Congress is
that he frequently makes a mistake and slops over. Now, the
same criticism that Secretary Garrison levels against this act
might be made against the general bridge nct. Yet Congress
is not willing, and never-will be on the dlctum or the request
of an administrative officer, to turn over to that administrative
officer the absolute and complete power to determine in each
case whether it shall construct obstructions over any or across
the navigable waters of the United States. Most of the special
bills which we pass here are passed as a matter almost of form,

isa
con
il‘l con-
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and yet not one of them is ever passed without having some in-
vestigntion by a committee and having a report from the War
Department itself as to the propriety of the action, and Congress
will never be willing to let Mr. Garrison, as an administrative
officer—which means some engineer whom no one could locate
perhaps—to determine whether a bridge or a dam shall be con-
structed aeross the Mississippi River or many or most of the
other navigable streams of the United States. And we are not
going to change our policy because Mr, Garrison does not like it,
and does not like it because he does not know anything about it.
« Nor is his charge correct that the present dam act is bad becanse
there has been no development under it. The general dam act
was passed in 1906, and Congress proceeded to pass a number
of special acts granting permission to people to construct dams
in accordance with the general dam act. There is no lack of
application. There were many bills before the committee. We
passed a number of them, until President Roosevelt vetoed the
James River bill, in Missouri, and the International Falls or
Rainy River bill, in Minnesota. Of course, when the President
announced that he would veto all bills which came to him we
quit passing them. It was not a lack of applications from people
who wanted to construct dams. It was the refusal of Congress
to pass bills which the President announced he would veto, and
I may say in passing that if President Roosevelt had known
what was in the general dam act before he vetoed the bill, I do
not think he would have vetoed it. He did not know what con-
stituted the law when he sent his veto to Congress. Under that
law there was constructed the Rainy River Dam at International
JFalls. I, have never heard of any complaint of the lack of
power to obtain money for it. It is one of the greatest developed
water powers in the country. I do not know what the horse-
power is, but it is an immense plant. They obtain millions and
millions of dollars for its development, and although it was con-
structed under the general dam act, it properly, I think fairly,
at least, serves the interests of the Government. When Mr. Taft
became President the members of the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce had promised Mr. Roosevelt to propose
amendments to the general dam act. They were proposed.

I went to the President of the United States and said to him,
“\We have propositions to amend the general dam act. While
I do not think they are necessary, yet I think some of them may
be wise, and I want to know if we can find out in advance what
will be satisfactory to the President, so that he will not veto the
‘bills that we pass hereafter in accordance with the general act.”

All Presidents have the right to change their minds. I have
no complaint. President Taft said the changes that were pro-
posed were perfectly satisfactory, and we passed a number of
bills in accordance with the changes. There was no lack of
applieations; but after a while he vetoed one on the recom-
mendation of somebody—I do not know who, but probably some-
body who had conservation on the brain but did not know what
was in the law. In my judgment, if the War Department had
ever properly construed the general dam act, it would be a
perfect lnw. I do not think myself it is perfect with the con-
struction which the War Department put upon it. But My
Garrison is mistaken in thinking that it shows there was a lack
of confidence on the part of investors. There has been no
lack of confidence. In all the history of this Government, so
far as Congress is concerned, I do not think there is an instance
where men ever invested money, still with Congress having
the power to take it away from them by repeal or otherwise,
where that power has been exercised. While we have retained
control, no one has ever been robbed of his investment by any
act of Congress, so far as I have ever been able to learn; and
1 do not think there is any danger of that.

. When the general dam act comes before us again for revision,
as it probably will this winter, the contest over this bill will
be to-day as child’s play compared with the other proposition.
There are immense water powers for development on the navi-
gable streams of the United States. Some people believe they
ought to be developed wholly in the interest of and for the
_profit of the men who happen to get possession of the land. I
believe that if we have any power over the subject at all—and
let me remind my western friends that these navigable waters are
not, in the main, in the public-land States—I believe that where
we have any control over it at all we ought to protect the in-
terests of the United States and the people of the United States
as well as the consumers of the power to be developed. [Ap-
plause.] That question, T hope, we may be able to determine at
this session of Congress. There is one thing that may interfere
with it. Our beloved western friends—and they are all, I hope,
my friends, as I am a friend of all of them—have not so much
influence in the way of numbers as they have, comparatively,
in another distinguished legislative body. I do not know how
wuch may be yielded to them, but if our western friends want

to develop properties, if they want to construct dams and hydro-
electric power plants, build up industries around them, and
have the power to tax, as they talk about, the investment, which
is theirs, and in the end have this money paid into the school
funds, which they are not entitled to have, they ought to sup-
port this bill in this body and use their influence to support it
in the body at the other end of this Capitol. [Applause.]

3 I yio;]d 20 minutes to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr,

MITH].

[Mr. SMITH of Minnesota addressed the committee. See
Appendix.] -

Mr. FERRIS., Mr. Chairman, I ask the Clerk to read the
bill under the five-minute rule,

Tl::e CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill for amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows :

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and herehy
is, authorized and empowered, under general regulations to be fixed by
him, and under such terms and conditions as he may prescribe, not in-
consistent with the terms of this act, to lease to citlzens of the United
States, or to any assoclation of such persons, or to any corporation
organized under the laws of the Unifed States, or of any te or
Territory thereof, any part of the public lands of the United States,
including Alaska, reserved or unreserved, including lands in natlonal
forests, the Grand Canyon and Mount Olympus National Monuments,
and other reservations, not including national parks or military reser-
vations, for a period not longer than 50 years, for the purpose of con-
structing, maintaining, and operating dams, water conduits, reservolrs,

wer houses, trans ion lines, ang other works necessary or conven-
ent to the development, generation, transmission, and utilization of
hydroelectric power, which leases shall be irrevocable except as herein
provided, but which may be declared null and void upon breach of any
of their terms: Provided, That such leases shall be given within or
through an{ of sald natlonal forests or other reservations only upon a
finding by the chief officer of the department under whose supervision
such forests, national monument, or reservation falls that the lease
will not injure, destroy, or be Inconsistent with the purpose for which
such forest, national monument, or reservation was ereated or acquired :
Provided further, That in the grlntlng of leases under this act the Sec-
retary of the Interlor may, in his discretion, give preference to applica-
tlons for leases for the development of electrical power by ﬁatm.
countles, or municipalities, or for municipal uses and purposes: And
frnridcd further, That for the purpose of enabling applicants for a

to secure the data uired in connection therewith, the Secre-

tary of the Interlor m:l{. under general regulations to be issued by him,

nt preliminary permits authorizing the occupation of lands valuable
or water-power development for a period not exceeding one year in
any ease, which time may, however, upon application, be extended by
the Secretary of the Interior if the completion of the application fer
leage has been ﬂrevmted by unusual weather conditions or by some
special or pecullar cause beyond the control of the permittee.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do
now rise.

The motion was agreed to. ;

Accordingly, the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the c¢hair, Mr. Hagrisox, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 408) to
provide for the development of water power and the use of public
lands in relation thereto, and for other purposes, and had come
to no resolution thereon.

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
to-morrow, after the two speeches which are to be delivered, T
believe, by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GArbNER]
and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Davis]——

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Gazp-
NEer] speaks Friday, but there are two Democratic Members who
are scheduled to speak to-morrow.

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bor-
rAwD] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. DAvis],

Mr. KITCHIN. That after those two speeches——

Mr. MANN. Let me make a suggestion. I suppose the gen-
tleman is about to make a request with reference to this bill?

Mr. KITOHIN. Yes.

Mr. MANN. There is a special order for to-morrow, a bill
from the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads about
savings-bank deposits. It may or may not take any length of
time. There is nothing on the calendar. Why would it not be
fair to give this bill a privileged status and then we can take it
up to-morrow, Friday, or Saturday or at any other time?

Mr. KITCHIN. T think that is a good idea, and I ask unani-
mous consent that that may be done,

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from North Carolina asks
unanimous consent that this bill, H. R. 408, be given a privileged
status., Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MANN. BMr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that after
the disposition of this bill, the final vote upon it, the gentleman
from Wisconsin, Mr. FreaR, be given one hour in which fo ad-
dress the House. $ 2

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent that after the final disposition of House bill 408
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the gentleman from Wisconsin [Ar.
dress the House for not exceeding one hour.

There was no objection.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
Members on both’ sid(-s of the House who have spoken on the
‘water-power bill have. the prn Hege of extending their remarks
in the RECORD.

Tlie SPEAKER. “Tor hiow long?

Mr. FERRIS. For five legislative days.

Is there objectlon?

Mr. MANN. This refers to their ewn speeches.
Mr. FERRIS.. Yes.
Mr. MANN. It is not customary to limit the time for Mem-

bers to extend their remarks. -

The SPEAKER, The gentlemian fi :;om Oklahoma asks unani-
mous consent that all Members who have spoken on the water-
power bill have the right to extend their remarks, without limit-
ing the time, Of course the rémarks to be confined to this bill.
Is there objection?

There was no ubjection

SENATE BILL REFERRED.

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title
was taken from the Speaker’s ‘table and referred to its appro-
printe committee, as indicated: below :

S. 1773. An act to authorize the mnst‘ructton of a bridge
across the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at or near Kermit,
W. Va.; to the Comsmittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED.

Mr. LAZARO, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of the fol-
lowing title, when the Speaker signed the same:

‘- H. R.-3681. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge
across the Arkansas River at or near Tulsa, Okla.

DYESTUFFS,

AMr. HILL. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent fo insert
a short article in the Recomrn giving the actual conditions in
regard to the acute situation of dyestuffs. The article is from
the Annual Review of the Journal of Commerce, a purely busi-
ness publication. It will only take a short space in the IRRECcogb,
and Members will want to see it as they may be called upon
shortly to vote upon it.
* The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks unani-
mous consent to print some statistics that he mentions in the
Ttecorn. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

2 ADJOUBN MENT.

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr, Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 58
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday,
January 6, 1916, at 12 o'clock noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

" Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on reexamination of
Calumet River. IlIl. (H. Doc. No. 470) ; to the Committee on
livers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with illustration.

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
copy of a communication from the Chief of Division of Printing
and Stationery, of this office, relative to additional requirements
of the Internal-Revenue Service for stationery for the remainder
of the current fiscal year (H. Doe. No. 471) ; to the Committee
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

3. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
copy of a eommunication fromn the Secretary of War submit-
ting an estimate of deficiency. appropriation for pay, ete., of the
Army for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 472) ;
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

4. A letter from the Secretary. of the Treéasury, transmitting

copy of a communication from-the president Board of Commis-
sioners of the District of Columbia submitting additional esti-
_nm tes of appropriations for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1917
(H. Doe. No. 473) ; to .the Committee on Appropriations und
(mlereﬂ to be printed.. - :
+ D. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, trsmsmittmg
n rt-quesl: for an appropriation of $100,000 for rural sanitation, to
he expended under the direction of the United States Public
Health Service (H. Doc. No. 474) ; to the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered to be printed.

LIIT—36

F‘:u.m] be allowe(l to ad- }

G. A letter from the chairmnn of the Federal Trade Commis-

sion, transmitting first annual report of the Federal Trade
Commission, in compliance with the statutes of the United States
(H. Doc. No. 4753) ; to the Committee on Interstate and For-
Li[..n Commerce and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Inferior, trnnsmltting
amuml report of all lands reserved for power and reservoir
sites within the Flathead Indian Reservation in. Meontana (H.
Doe. No. 476) ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered
to be printed.

8. A letter from the Secrefary of the Interior, transmitting
report of all reservations of public lands, made in conformity
with the act of June 25, 1910 (36 Stats., 858) (H. Doc. No.
477) ; to the Committee on the Public Lands and ordered to be
printed.

9. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
copy of communication from the Secretary of State, submitting
an estimate of appropriations to enable the Government of the
United States to suitably participate in an exposition to be held
in the city of Panama in January, 1916 (H. Doec. No. 478) ; to
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. .

10. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
copy of communication from the Acting Secretary of the Navy
reporting that the Navy Department has considered, ascer-
tained, adjusted, and determined the respective amounts due -
claimants therein specified on account of damages for which
the vessels of the Navy were found to be respensible (H. Doc.
No. 479) ; to the C‘Dmmlttee on Approprhticns and ordered to
be Dl‘llltl"(l
. 11, A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting
facts relating to the serious condition of the navy yard, Brook-
lyn, N. Y., in so far as pertains to the depth of water in ship
channels leading thereto (8. Doc. No. 229).; to the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed.

“ 12, A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary
examination of Gotts Island Channel, Me. (H. Doc. No. 480) ;
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

13. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary
examination of Ouachita River, Ark. and La., with a view to
excavafing a channel- from the slackwater pool above Dam
No. 6 to the town of Felsenthal (H. Doe. No. 481); to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. :

14. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary
examination and survey of channels from Catano Bay to San
Juan Harbor, . R, (H. Doc. No. 482); to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors.

15. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary
examination of Caseville Harbor, Mich. (H. Doe. No. 483);
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

16. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on survey, for the
purpose of charting only, of Crooked Lake, Burt Lake, Mullett
Lake, and other connecting waters, constituting the 'so-called
inland route extending easterly from the vicinity of Petoskey,
Mich. (H. Doc. No. 484); to the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors.

17. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex-
amination of Rouse Point Harbor, Lake Champlain, N. Y. (H
Doec. No, 485) ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

18. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with

letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami-
nation of Pond River, Ky. (H. Doc. No. 486) ; to the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed.
. 19. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami-
nation of Hoods Creek, N, C. (H. Doc. No. 487) ; to the Commit-
tee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed.

20, A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami-
nation of channel of Mississippi River and harbor at St. Paul,
Minn. (H. Doc. No. 488) ; to the Committee on Rivers and Har-
bors and ordered to be printed.

21, A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on reexamination of.
French Broad River, Tenn. (H. Doc. No. 489) ; to the ("mmmttet,
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be prmted

22, A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami-
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nation of Fisheating COreek, Fla. (H. Doc. No. 490) ; to the Com- |

mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed.

23. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami-
nation of Rogue River, Preg bar and entrance (H. Doc. No. 491) ;
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be
printed.

24, A letter~from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami-
nation of Julienton (Julington) North Sapelo River, Ga,, to a
point at Laws Bluff (H. Doc. No. 492) ; to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed.

25. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex-
amination of Sapelo River, Ga., to public road near Eulonia (H.
Doc. No. 4938) ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors an
ordered to be printed. L

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXTII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were Introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. RUBEY: A bill (H. R. 7530) to fix the mileage of
Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress; to the
Committee on Mileage.

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: A bill (H. R. 7581) granting the
public lands within the State of New Mexico to said State and
regulating the disposition thereof; to the Committee on the
Public Lands.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7582) for the construction of a publie high-
way through the Pecos National Forest; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

By Mr. HAMLIN : A bill (H. R. 7533) establishing the Wilson
COreek National Military Park; to the Committee on Military
Affairs. "

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 7584) to pay Confederate
soldiers and the widows of Confederate soldiers the money un-
lawfully collected pursuant to an act of Congress of July 1,
1862, and acts amendatory thereof, commonly known as the
cotton tax; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr, CLINE: A bill (H. R. 7535) to amend Schedule A—
stamp taxes—of section 22 of an act entitled “An act to increase
the internal revenue, and for other purposes,” approved October
22, 1914, and extended by House joint resolution 59 to December
81, 1916, and approved December 17, 1915; to the Committee
on Ways and Means,

By Mr. TRIBBLE: A bill (H. R. 7536) to check the ravages
of the cotton-boll weevil ; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7537) to erect a monument commemorating
the Battle of Kettle Creek, in Wilkes County, Ga.; to the Com-
mittee on the Library.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7538) to repeal an act entitled “An act to
establish a uniform system of bankruptey throughout the United
States,” approved July 1, 1898, and amendments approved Feb-
ruary 5, 1903, and June 15, 1906; to the Committee on the
Judiciary .

- _Also, a bill (H. R. 7589) providing for the disposition of the
tax on cotton collected during the fiscal years ended June 30,
1863, to June 30, 1868 ; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7540) to prohibit the intermarriage of per-
sons of the white and negro races within the United States of
America ; to declare such contracts of marriage null and void;
to prescribe punishments for violations and attempts to violate
its provisions; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7541) to provide that the United States
shall in certain cases aid the States and the civil subdivisions
thereof in the construction and maintenance of rural post roads;
to the Committee on Roads.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7542) to provide for the erection of a
public building in the city of Eatonton, Ga.; to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7543) to provide for the erection of a pub-
lic building in the city of Monroe, Ga.; to the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7544) to provide for the erection of a
public building in the city of Madison, Ga.; to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds. i

Also, a bill (H. R. 7545) to provide for the erection of a
publie building in the city of Hastonton, Ga.; to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. RUBEY: A bill (H. R. 7546) amending the act of
May 11, 1912, granting a service pension to certain defined vet-
erans of the Civil War; to the Commititee on Invalid Pensions.
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7547) to authorize the payment of pensions
monthly ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7548) to amend section 2 of an act
approved April 19, 1908, entitled “An act to increase the
pension of widows, minor children, etc., of deceased soldiers
and sailors of the late Civil War, the War with Mexico, the
various Indian wars, etc, and to grant a pension to certain
widows of the deceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil
War ”; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. T549) to establish a fish-cultural station in
Shannon County, in the State of Missouri; to the Committee on
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7550) to prohibit interference with com-
merce among the States and Territories and with foreign nations,
and fo remove obstructions thereto, and to prohibit the trans-
mission of certain messages by ‘telegraph, telephone, cable, or
other means of communication between States and Territories
and foreign nations; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7551) providing that the United States
shall in certain cases make eompensation for the use of high-
ways for carrying free rural delivery mail; to the Committee -
on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7552) to provide for the securing of
deposits in postal savings banks in cities and towns of less
than 10,000 inhabitants, by personal bonds or the bonds of
bonding companies, when such deposits shall be deposited in
national or State banks located in such cities or towns; to
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7658) to extend the provisions of the
pension act of May 11, 1912, to the officers and enlisted men of
all State militia and other State organizations that rendered
service to the Union cause during the Civil War for a period of
90 days or more, and providing pensions for their widows, minor
children, and dependent parents, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7554) to extend the provisions of the pen-
slons acts of June 27, 1890, and of February 6, 1907, to all State
militia and other organizations that were organized for the
defense of the Unlon and cooperated with the military and
naval forces of the United States in the suppression of the
rebellion ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 7555) providing for
pensions for American citizens who have reached the age of
65 years and who are incapable of manual labor and whose in-
comes are less than $200 per annum; to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. CARTER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7556) in-
creasing the limit of cost for the purchase of a site and the
construction thereon of a post-office building at Waltham, Mass. ;
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. HILLTARD : A bill (H. R. 7557) for the construction,
operation, maintenance, and use of a tunnel through the main
range of the Rocky Mountains, under or near James Peak, in the
State of Colorado; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SHOUSE: A bill (H. R. 7558) for the erection of a
public building at Dodge City, Kans. ; to the Committee on ub-
lic Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. EONOP: A bill (H. R. 7559) providing for an ap-
propriation to pay back annuities to the members of the Stock-
bridge and Munsee Tribe of Indians enrolled under the act of
March 8, 1893 ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 7560) authorizing the Seec-
retary of War to grant permission for utilization of water power
at locks and dams constructed by the Government on navigable
rivers of the United States; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. WILSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 7561) making an
appropriation for maintenance of improvement and open-channel
work on the Bayou Bartholomew, Boeuf River, Tensas River,
Bayou Macon, Bayou D'Arbonne, and Bayou Corney, La. : to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, a bill (H. R, 7562) making an appropriation for con-
tinuing work on locks and dams on the Ouachita and Black Rivers
and for maintenance and open-channel work on the said rivers
in the States of Arkansas and Louisiana; to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. SPARKMAN : A bill (H. R, 75663) for the reduction of
the rate of postage chargeable on first-class mail matter for local
delivery ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. McCANDREWS: A bill (H. R. T564) for the reduction
of the rate of postage chargeable on first-class mail for local
delivery ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.*
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By Mr. HAWLEY : A bill (H. R. 7565) to authorize the estab-
lishment of a Coast Guard station at or near Port Orford, Oreg.;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 7566) to
improve Los Angeles and Long Beach (Cal.) Harbors; to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7567) to improve Los Angeles and Long
Beach (Cal.) Harbors; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors,

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky (by request) : A bill (H. R.
7568) to provide for an annual assessment of real property in
the Distriet of Columbia, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7569) to transfer the au-
thority, duties, discretion, and powers of the board of educa-
tion of the District of Columbia to the Commissioners of the
Distriect of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7570) to authorize the com-
missioners to grant leave of absence with pay to per diem em-
ployees on legal holidays; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7571) to provide for the ap-

intment of the recorder of deeds of the District of Columbia

¥ the Commissioners of the District of Columbia; to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. RR. 7572) to authorize the Supreme
Court to preseribe forms and rules and generally to regulate
pleading, procedure, and practice on the common-law side of the
Federal courts; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 7573) to regulate the
issuance of stocks, bonds, securities, notes, or other evidences
of indebtedness by corporations engaged in interstate commerce,
and the purchase and ownership by other corporations of such
bonds, stocks, notes, securities, or evidences of indebtedness
issued by corporations engaged in interstate commerce; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. HAYES : A bill (H. R. 7574) to amend the act of July
25, 1912, entitled “An act making appropriations for the con-
struetion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” relating to the im-
provement of the harbor at Monterey, Cal.; to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7575) to pension the permanently help-
less orphans of Civil War soldiers and sailors; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7576) to amend sec-
tion 108, chapter 5, of the act entitled “An act to codify, revise,
and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” approved March
3, 1911; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky (by request) : A bill (H. R.
T577) to authorize the closing of abandoned highways in the
District of Columbia; to the Committee on the Districet of Co-
lumbia.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7578) to provide for assessing
the cost of roadway pavements in the District of Columbia; to
the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7579} to authorize the exten-
sion of highways through property of the Distriet of Columbia;
to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7580) to transfer control over
the Washington Aqueduct and appurtenances to the Commis-
sioners of the Distriet of Columbia; to the Committee on the
Distriet of Columbia.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7581) to authorize the Com-
missioners of the District of Columbia to collect municipal refuse
upon default of contractors to carry out the terms of their con-
tracts, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the District
of Columbia.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7582) to protect from pollu-
tion streams flowing through United States parks and reser-
vations in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7583) to abolish the Board
of Charities of the District of Columbia and to create a director
of charities, appointed by the Commissioners of the District
of Columbia ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7584) to transfer control
over the Aqueduet and Highway Bridges to the Commissioners
of the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District
of Columbia.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7585) to provide for the ap-
pointment of the register of wills of the District of Columbia by

the. justices of the supreme court of said District; to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 75806) authorizing the Com-
missioners of the Distriet of Columbia to dispose of the ground
known as the * Industrial Home School property,” and to pur-
chase ground and ereet buildings for that institution; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7587) to require the recital of
the real consideration in deeds of property in the District of
Columbia ; to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7588) to provide for the
appointment of a board of children’'s gnardians of the District
of Columbia by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia ;
to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7589) to repeal an act en-
titled “An act for the relief of street car motormen,” approved
March 3, 1905 ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7590) authorizing the Com-
missioners of the District of Columbia to make appointments
to positions in the Temporary Home for Ex-Union Soldiers and
Sailors, District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District
of Columbia. .

Also (by request), a bill (H. IR, 7591) to amend an act entitled
“An act making appropriations to provide for the expenses of
the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1914, and for other purposes,” approved March
4, 1913 ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7592) to provide for the ap-
pointment and removal of employees of the free publie library
by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia; to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7593) to provide for the ap-
pointment of a board of trustees of the National Training School
for Girls of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7594) to authorize the Com-
missioners of the District of Columbia to make all appointments
and removals from annual and other positions of the Industrial
Home School of the District of Columbia; to the Committee
on the Distriet of Columbia.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7595) to authorize the commit-
ment of convicts to the reformatory of the District of Columbia,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia. 1

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7596) to require the removal
of overhead poles and wires on Georgia Avenue from Florida
Avenue to Rock Creek Church Road, and for other purposes; to
the Commiitee on the District of Columbia.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7597) to open roadways in the .
subdivision of Barry Farm, District of Columbia, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7598) to enlarge the area of
assessments for the opening of alleys and minor streets; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7599) to authorize the Secre-
tary of the Interior to transfer land for a public highway
known as Nichols Avenue; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R, 7600) to regulate the taking
of cash retents on contracts of the District of Columbia, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7601) to provide for the ex-
tension of Seventeenth Street NW. from Kenyon Street to
Irving Street; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. LANGLEY : A bill (H. R. 7602) for the allowance of
certain soldiers’ claims growing out of service in the Army,
reported by the Court of Claims, known as travel-pay claims;
to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 7603) to relieve shippers
from making oath to export declarations; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mw. TRIBBLE: A bill (H. R. 7604) to regulate the manu-
facture of hydrants, hose, and nozzle couplings; to the Commit-
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 7605) to provide for the erec-
tion of a public building at Kingsport, Tenn.; to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessea: A bill (H. R. T606) to authorize
the Director of the Census to collect and publish additional
statistics of tobacco; to the Committee on the Census.

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 7607) to authorize the
Secretary of the Navy to certify to the Secretary of the Interior,
for restoration to the public domain, lands in the State of
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Louisiana not needed for naval purposes; to the Committee on
the Publie Lands.

By Mr. KEY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7608) to enlarge, extend,
remodel, and improve the post-office building at Findlay, Ohio;
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. MOSS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7608) to donate cer-
tain condemned cannon to the Fort Harrison Country Club,
of Terre Haute, Ind. ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. MORIN: A bill (H. R. 7610) to provide for the in- |

corporation and regulation of a eorporation for the purpose of

promoting the commerce of the United States, ete.; to the Com- _

mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. B. 7611) authorizing the
Seaboard Air Line Railway Co., a eorporation, to construct,
maintain, and operate a bridge or bridges, and approaches thereto,
across what is known as “ Back River,” a part of the Savannah

River, at a point between Jasper County, 8. €., and Chatham |

County, Ga.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

By Mr. CONNELLY: A bill (H R. 7612) providing for
a site and public building for post office and other Federal
purposes at Norton, Kans.; to the Committee on Publiec Build-
ings and Grounds,

By Mr. FERRIS : A bill (H. R. 7613) to authorize the Terral
Bridge Co. to construct a bridge across the Red River near
Terral, Jefferson County, Okla.; to the Commititee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 7614) to provide for national
aid to the several States in the construction and maintenance of
rural post roads; to the Committee on Roads.

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7615) to

amend section 4215 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, |

and for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce. °

Also, a bill (H. R. T616) to provide for the survey of Island
End River, Mass.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. WOODS. of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 7618) for the ac-
quisition of a site and erection of a building at Algona, Iowa;
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. GORDON: A bill (H. R. T619) to repeal section 3 of
section 1342 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, en-
acted July 27, 1892; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7620) to repeal the internal-revenue tax of
10 cents per pound on the manufacture, sale, and use of domestie
oleomargarine, and to repeal the internal-revenue tax of 15 cents
per pound imposed upon the sale, transportation, and use of im-
ported oleomargarine, and to amend certain sections of such
acts; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. OGLESBY : A bill (H. R. 7621) prohibiting the inter-
ment of the hody of any person in the cemetery known as the
Cemetery of the White's Tabernacle, No. 39, of the Ancient
United Order of Sons and Daughters, Brethren and Sisters of
Moses, in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

By Mr. GARDNHR: A bill (H. R. 7622) to incorporate the
Playground and Reereation Association of Ameriea ; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 7623) for the relief of

certain purchasers of land under the act entitled “An act to |

authorize the drainage of certain lands in the State of Minne-
sota '''; to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. T624) to amend section
62 of the act entitled “An aect to amend and consolidate the
acts respecting copyright,” approved March 4, 1909 ; to the Com-
mittee on Patents.

By Mr. NOLAN: A bill (H. R. 7625) to fix the compensation

of certain employees of the United States; to the Committee
on Reform in the Civil Service.
- By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R. 7626) to amend the act entitled
“An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the
judiciary,” approved Mareh 3, 1911; to the Commitfea on the
Judieiary.

Also, a bill (H. R, T627) for the establishment of a fish-
eultural station at or near Mena, Ark: ; to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, '

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 7628) granting to the State
of Utah 1,000,000 acres of public land within the State, to reim-
burse the State for expenses incurred in suppressing Indian dis-
turbances from 1865 to 1868; to the Committee on the Public
Lands.

By Mr. KETTNER: A bill (H. R. 7629) providing for the
gl&rcghaae of lands for a marine post; to the Committee on Naval

airs.

., By Mr. WHALEY : A bill (H. R.7630) to provide for the pay-
iment of the wagesof employees in Government institutions while.
|attending drills and cruises’ of the Naval Militia; to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr. CANDLER of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7631) for the
' reduction of’ the rate of postage chargeable on first-class mail
‘matter for local delivery; to the Committee on the Post Office
‘and' Post Roads.
By Mr, SINNOTT: A bill (H. R. 7632) te provide for a home-
 stead entry on water-power gites; to the Committee on the
Publie Lands. 4

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7633) autherizing the
Secretary of War to deliver to Hancock Post, No. 464, Grand
(Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, of Emporia,
Kans,, two condemned bronze or brass cannon or fieldpieces and
;;ujtable outfit of cannen balls; to the Committee on Military

| By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 7684) to place certain
| officers of the Army on the retired list; to the Committee on
| Military Affairs:

By Mr. KETTNER: A bill (H. R. 76385) providing for the
purchase of lands for an aviation school; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H, R. 7636) to establish in the De-
partment of Agriculture a bureau to be known as the Bureau of
Public Highways, and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Agriculture;

Also, a bill (H. R. 7637) authorizing and directing the Seere-
tary of Agriculture to.conduct experiments in the cultivation of
apple trees and apples and to establish an experiment station
at Cornelia, Habersham County, Ga.; to the Committee on
 Agrienlture.

Also, a bill (H. R. T638) to suspend the collection of the 10
g{ez: cent tax on State banks; to the Committee on Ways and
 Means. .

Also, a bill (H. R. 7639) to establish a fish hatchery and
fish station in the ninth congressional district of Georgia; to
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7640) for the relief of the State of
Georgia ; to the Committee on. War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. T641) to construet a national highway in
Georgia; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7642) to construct a suitable building for
the use of the United States court at Gainesville, Ga., and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds. :

Also, a bill (H. R. 7643) for the relief of New Hope Baptist
Church, of Bartow County Ga.; to the Committee on War

Also, a bill (H. R. 7644) to amend the acts to regulate com=
merce so as to provide that publishers of newspapers and
periodicals may enter into advertising contracts with common
carriers and receive payment for such advertisements in trans-
‘portation; to the Commiftee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7645) for the survey of Tugalo River, near
Toccoa, Ga.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, a bill (H. R. T646) authorizing the erection of a post-
office building at Commerce, Ga.; to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. T64T) to provide for the erection of a
public building at the city of Winder, Ga.; to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7648) authorizing the erection of a post-
office building at Lawrenceville, Ga.; to the Committee on
Public Buildings and' Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. T649) to construct a suitable building for
the use of the United States post office and assay office at
Dahlonega, Ga.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7650) to provide for the erection of a
public building at the ecity of Buford, Ga.; to the Committee on
Public' Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. T651) to provide for the erection of a
public building at the city of Toccoa, Ga.; to the Committee
on Publie: Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. T652) to provide for the ereetion of a
publie building at the city of Canton, Ga.; to the Commiitee
on Publie Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7653) authorizing the erection of a post-
office: building' in Jefferson, Ga.; to the Committee on Publie
Buildings and Grounds,

By Mr. TAGUE: A bill (H. R. 7654) to retire postal employees
onr an annuity after 25 years’ service; to the Committee on the

Post Office and Post Roads.
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- Also, a bill (H. R. 7655) to prohibit discharge of employees
from the Postal Service for certain disabilities; to the Commit-
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 7656) providing for the frial
of charges against employees in the classified civil service list;
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. .

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 7657) to
amend section 1 of the act of Congress of May 11, 1912; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. COX: Resolution (H. Res. 77) directing the Secretary
of State to furnish the House of Representatives information
concerning taxes imposed by foreign Governments upon muni-
tions of war; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ALEXANDER : A bill (H. R. 7658) granting a pension
to Elizabeth Lindsey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. T659) granting a pension to Frank Smith;
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. T660) granting an increase of pension to
Elizabeth J. Trent; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7661) granting an increase of pension to
John J. Bradford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7662) granting an increase of pension to
Maggie A. Hutchings; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 7663) granting an increase of pension to
Mary E. Wrigley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7664) granting an increase of pension to
Naney Hutchings; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 7665) granting a pension to
Gertrude Schwoerer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 7666) granting an increase of pension to
Anna M. Ayres; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7667) granting an increase. of pension to
Eliza Morris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7668) granting an increase of pension to
Louisa Andler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ASHBROOK : A bill (H. R. 7669) granting a pension
to John A. McLain; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R, 7670) to reimburse D. Dale Condit, of the
United States Geological Survey, of Washington, D. C., for
moneys expended in the payment of a damage claim ; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 7671) granting a pension to
Willinm H. Thomas; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BAILEY: A bill (H. R. 7672) granting a pension to
Elizabeth C. Grimes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7673) granting a pension to Carrie Russell ;
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7674) granting a pension to Mary J. Cobler;
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7675) granting a pension to Sara Gates; to
the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 7676) granting a pension to Wil-
liam 8. Kemp ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. T677) granting a pension to James N.
Parker; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7678) granting a pension to Benjamin B.
Glass; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7679) granting a pension to John H.
Mathews; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 7680) granting a pension to William J.
Shedd ; to the Commitiee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7681) granting a pension to William A.
Senkbeil ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7682) granting a. pension to Albert H.
I'ree; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7683) granting a pension to Edward Rob-
ertson ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7684) granting a pension to William H.
Simmons ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7685) granting a pension to William J.
Hayes; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7686) granting a pension to Pinckney P,
Chastain ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (II. R. 7687) granting a pension to Willis 8.
Howard ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. . 7688) granting a pension to Eliza A.
Woody ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7680) granting a pension to Sanford A.
Pinyan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7600) granting a pension to Swinfield
Stanley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7691) granting a pension to Mariena I.
Wehunt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. BR. 7692) granting an increase of pension
Robert C. Wallace; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7693) granting an increase of pension to
Artaminsa Carpenter; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7694) granting an increase of pension to
Celia P. Edmondson ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7695) granting an increase of pension to
Lucretia Corbin; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7696) granting an increase of pension to
Catherine G. Hicks; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7697) granting an increase of pension to
Jackson A. Watkins; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7698) granting an increase of pension to
Martin K. Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7609) granting an increase of pension
Martha Allison ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. T700) granting an increase of pension to
Sarah Jane Smith ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. T701) granting an increase of pension to
Elizabeth McMinn; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. T702) granting a pension to Sarah L.
Bowen ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. T703) granting a pension to John L. Holt;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7704) granting a pension to Robert Shope;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. T705) for the relief of James H. Hendricks;
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7706) for the relief of Willinm J. Cochran;
to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. T707) for the relief of Joseph M. Davis;
to the Committec on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7T708) for the relief of Mrs. F. E. Chandler;
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. T709) for the relief of Steven Pittman; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, n bill (H. R. 7710) for the relief of Julius Pickett; to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7711) for the relief of the heirs of John C.
Addison, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7712) for the relief of the heirs of John B.
Graham; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7713) for the relief of the heirs of W. W.
W. Fleming; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 7714) for the relief of Benjamin C. Mar-
tin, Ezekiel Martin, Henry C. Fuller, Ezekiel Fuller, Eliza L.
Crow, and Elizabeth Martin; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, a bill (H. R. T715) to carry into effect the findings of
the Court of Claims in the claim of O. H. P. Wayne; to the
Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. BENNET: A bill (H. R. 7717) granting a pension to
Joseph Tanco, jr.; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. T718) for the relief of the heirs of Capt.
Wellington W. Withenbury ; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. BROWNING: A bill (H. R. 7719) granting a pen-
sion to Elizabeth B. Dickman; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. BRUMBAUGH: A bill (H. R. 7720) for the relief of
The Peoples Savings Association, of Columbus, Ohio; to the
Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. T721) for the relief of the Fidelity Build-
ing, Loan & Savings Co., of Columbus, Ohio; to the Committee
on Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7722) for the relief of the Columbus Rail-
way, Power & Light Co., successor io the Columbus Railway
Co., of Columbus, Ohio; to the Committee on Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. T723) for the relief of the Columbus Rail-
way, Power & Light Co., successor fo the Columbus Edison
Co., of Columbus, Ohio; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7724) for the relief of the Columbus Light,
Heat & Power Co., of Columbus, Ohio; to the Committee on
Claims.

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. T725) granting a pension
to John D, Rose; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CARAWAY : A bill (H. R. 7726) granting an increase
of pension to Charles Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CARLIN : A bill (H. R. 7727) granting an increase of
pension to Charles E. Binns; to the Commitfee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr, CARTER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7728) grant-
ing a pension to Alice B. Homer; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

to

to
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7729) granting a pension to Louis Toupin,
alins Louis Beaudette ; to the Commitfee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7730) granting an increase of pension to
Andrew Chase; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7731) granting an increase of pension to
John J. Hunt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CARY : A bill (H. . 7732) for the relief of Paul Wal-
lerstein; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 7733) to give the
Court of Claims jurisdiction to hear and adjudge the claims of
the estate of John Frazer, deceased, and of the estate of
Zephaniah Kingsley, deceased; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. RR. 7734) granting an
increase of pension to Surelda Ruge; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. CLINE: A bill (I. R, 7733) granting an increase of
pension to Jonathan W. Cleland ; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7736) granting an increase of pension to
Susannah Skinner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7737) granting an increase of pension to
John Wilson: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7738) granting an increase of pension fo
Lafayette Doe: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7739) granting an increase of pension to
Sarah Gunder ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7740) granting an increase of pension to
Luey Stansbury ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7741) granting an increase of pension to
Nannie A, Smith ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7742) granting an increase of pension to
George J. Walters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7743) granting an increase of pension to
Marilla Shrieve; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7744) granting an increase of pension to
Sarah M. Bruce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7745) granting an increase of pension to
Agnes F. Ellsworth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7746) granting an increase of pension to
Elizabeth €. Hess; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7747) granting an increase of pension to
George Baumgardner ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7748) granting an increase of pension to
Sanford T. Chapman ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7749) granting an increase of pension to
James H. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CONNELLY : A bill (H. R. T750) granting an increase
of pension to Albert W. Utter; to the Committee on Invalid
P’ensions.

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7751) granting
an increase of pension to O. W. Douglass; to the Committee on
Invalid I’ensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7752) for the further relief of Hans Peter
Guttormsen ; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7753) granting a pension to Armina May-
nard ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. COPLEY: A bill (H. R. 7754) granting a pension
to Julia and Katherine Sherwood; to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7755) granting an increase of pension to
Frank Hogan ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7756) to reimburse Minnie Dillon; to the
Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. T757) for the relief of Frederick J. Fadner ;
to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr, CRISP: A bill (H. R. 7758) for the relief of the legal
representatives of Paul Arnau; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 7759) for the relief of
Patrick Conley ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 7760) granting an increase
of pension to Silas Taggart; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7761) granting a pension to Elizabeth
Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7762) granting a pension to Martha J.
Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7763) for the relief of Stephen J. Simpson ;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7764) granting an increase of pension to
Nellie Wilson; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7765) granting an in-
crease of pension to Julin E. Kinney; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions, :

Also, a bill (H. R. T766) granting an increase of pension to
John M. Panick ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, o bill (H. R. T767) for the relief of Herman Brede-
meier ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. .

Also, a bill (H. R. 7768) for the relief of Matthew McDonald ;
to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. DOREMUS: A bill (H. R. 7769) granting a pension to
George H. Dry; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7T770) granting a pension to Wilhelmina
Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr, EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 7771) for the relief of the
First Presbyterian Church of Darien, Ga.; to the Committee
on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7772) for the relief of the legal representa-

tives of Dr. J. R. Middleton and Elizabeth Middleton, deceased ;’

to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7773) for the relief of the legal repre-
sentatives of the estate of Samuel Noble, deceased, and others;
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7774) for the relief of the legal repre-
sentatives of Mary A. Cameron and John Cameron, deceased ;
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7775) for the relief of the estate of Rev.
Moses N, MecCall ; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7776) for the relief of the estate of
Charles Ivans, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7777) for the relief of the heirs of Samuel
Way, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7778) for the relief of the heirs of Fred-
rick It. Wylly, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7779) for the relief of the heirs of M. M.
Wilson, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7780) for the relief of the legal heirs of
the estate of John Chapman, deceased; to the Committee on
War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 7781) for the relief of the heirs of William
B. Hall; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7782) for the relief of the heirs of Andrew
D. Kent, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims.
© Also, a bill (H, R. 7783) for the relief of the heirs of Asbury
Hodges, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, @ bill (H. R. 7784) for the relief of Bridget Zeigler,
sole heir of John C. Zeigler, deceased; to the Committee on
War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7785) for the relief of the heirs of David
Beasley, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7786) for the relief of James A. Miller,
representative of the heirs of James M. Miller, deceased; to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7787) for the relief of heirs of Wiley
Jackson Kiser, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. T788) for the relief of the heirs at law of
the late Joseph 8. Claghorn and John Cunningham, both now
deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7789) for the relief of heirs of Samuel H.
Haddon, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7790) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph
W. Dickey, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7791) for the relief of F. . Hodges; to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7792) for the relief of Mrs. W. J. Gross, of
Glennville, Ga.; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7793) for the relief of the
TImporting & Exporting Co. of the State of Georgin; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7794) for the relief of J. J. Nease; to the
Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7795) for the relief of J. A. Stanfield; to
the Committee on War Claims.

"~ Also, a bill (H, R. 7796) for the relief of J. B. Shearouse; to
the Committee on War Claims,

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7797) for the relief of the
Georgia Railroad & Banking Co. ; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. ELSTON: A bill (H. R. 7798) granting a pension to
Emma A. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 7799) for the relief of the
Cleveland Savings & Loan Co.; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7800) for the relief of the Union Savings
& Loan Co.; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7801) granting an increase of pension to
Henry Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 7802) granting a pension to
Edgar Abbott; to the Committee on Pensions.
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7808) granting an increase of pension to
Abram Towson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 7804) to authorize the issu-
ance of patent to Oscar R. Howard, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on the Public Lands.

Also, a bill (H. R. T805) granting an increase of pension to
Michael Balenti; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7T806) granting an increase of pension to
Jessie L. Higbhy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7807) granting an increase of pension to
Otis O. Milliken ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. T808) for. the relief of the widow and heirs
of William K. Morrow, deceased; to the Committee on War
Claims,

Also, a bill (H, R. 7809) granting a pension to Columbia A.
Seaman; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7810) to correct the military record of
William H. McKown and grant him an honorable discharge; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7811) for the relief of the heirs of Josiah
Short ; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7T812) granting an increase of pension to
Henry Minnett; to the Committee on Pensions. .

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 7818) granting permission to
Lieut. Col. William E. Horton, United States Army, to accept
and wear a decoration tendered him by the President of the
French Republic; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7814) granting a pension to Clifford E.
Ham ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 7815) granting a pension to
Mary R. C. Blanchard ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GANDY: A bill (H. R. 7816) for the relief of Zelma
Rush; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7817) to validate the homestead entry of
George 8. Clark; to the Committee on the Public Lands.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7818) granting a pension to Jacob Kuhn;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7819) for the relief of Edwin S. Metcalf;
to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. GARD: A bill (H. R. 7820) granting a pension to
Willinm 8. Smith; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7821) granting a pension to Walter Keat-
ing; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 7822) granting a pension to William A,
Keating; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7823) granting a pension to William H.
Heller; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7824) granting a pension to Willilam A,
Collins ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7825) granting a pension to Cevilla Wise;
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7826) granting a pension to Fred O.
Sawin; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7827) granting a pension to Willlam
Shafer ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7828) granting a pension to Charles Volz:
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7820) granting a pension to Harvey O.
Zerbe; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7830) granting a pension to Paul Kroll;
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7831) granting a pension to Charles J.
Keesee; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7832) granting a pension to Ella J. Hills;
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7833) granting a pension to Albert R,
Huey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7834) granting a pension to Mary Hoover;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7835) granting a pension to Thomas J.
Mullin; fo the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7836) granting a pension to Isaac H.
Richey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7837) granting a pension to Cora M.
Towling ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7838) granting a pension to Susan Baker;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7839) granting a pension to Jane Chase;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7840) granting an increase of pension to
Walter E. Hantch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7841) granting an increase of pension to
William A. Priar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7842) for the relief of Jeremiah Rader;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7843) for the relief of Herman Wagner,
alias Henry Burnett; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 7844) granting a pension
to Jane M. Nettleton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. R. 7845) granting a pension to
Martha L. Hume; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7846) granting a pension to Joseph T.
Zbanek ; to the Committee on Pensions. :

Also, a bill (H. R. 7847) granting a pension to William H.
Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7848) granting a pension to Mary J.
Mitchell ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7849) granting an increase of pension to
Malinda Honeywell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7850) granting an inerease of pension to
John H. Hazleton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7851) granting an increase of pension to
Elisha D. Ely ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7852) to remove the charge of desertion
against George Hull ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 7853) to appoint J. D. Nevin
a second lieutenant on the active list of the United States
Marine Corps; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7854) grant-
ing an increase of pension to J. K. P. MeClary ; to the Commit-
tee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7855) granting a pension to Amanda JT.
Kemberling ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HAWLEY : A bill (H. R. 7T856) granting an increase
of pension to Abner R. Bradney; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. HAYES : A bill (H. R, 7857) for the relief of James R.
Parmenter ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: A bill (H. R. 7858) to remove the
charge of desertion from the military record of John Kircher:
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 7859) granting an increase of
pension to Thomas MeQuillan; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7860) for the relief of Francis N, Johnston;
to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. HILLTARD: A bill (H, R. 7861) for the relief of The
Denver Tramway Power Co.; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. HOLLAND : A bill (H. R. 7862) for the relief of New
England Coal & Coke Co., owner of the American barges Emilie
and Cassie, and Bruusgaard, Kiosterud Dampskibsaktieselskab,
owner of the Norwegian steamship Hesperos; to the Committee
on Claims. g

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 7863) for the relief of the
Western Loan & Buillding Co.; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky : A bill (H. R. T864) granting
an increase of pension to Buford P. Moss; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7865) granting a pension to Samnel E.
Spencer ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7866) granting an increase
Thomas J. Stevens ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7867) granting an increase
Martin Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7868) granting an increase of pension to
Louisa Smith ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7T869) for the relief of the heirs of James
M. Blacklock ; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr., JOHNSON of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 7870)
granting an increase of pension to William Illingsworth; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 7871) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Anna J. Bloodgood; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KAHN : A bill (H. R. 7872) for the retirement of John
W. Perry, registry clerk in the United States post office at San
Francisco, Cal.; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post
Roads. :

Also, a bill (H. R. 7873) for the relief of John James Boston;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. KEATING : A bill (H. R. 7874) granting a pension to
Frank E. Dorman; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7875) granting a pension to Charles A.
Vanatta; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 7876) granting a pension to Jeddo Q.
McNatt; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, T877) granting a pension to John R. Bar-

of pension to
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| rett; to the Committee on Pensions.
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7878) granting a pension to N. Benton
Yackey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a_bill (H. R. 7879) granting an increase of pension to
Julia B. Potter ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7880) granting an increase of pension to
Jacob Miller ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KETTNER: A bill (H. R. 7881) granting a pension to
Arthur C. Dexter; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7882) granting a pension to John L. Church-
ill ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7883) for the relief of Charlotte M. Johns-
ton; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7884) for the relief of the Santa Fe Build-
ing Association, of San Bernardino, Cal.; to the Committee on
Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7883) for the relief of the San Diego Build-
ing & Loan Association, of San Diego, Cal,; to the Committee
on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7886) for the relief of the Home Invest-
ment Association, of Redlands, Cal,; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. KEY of Ohio: A bill (H. R, 7887) granting a pension
to Mary L. Evans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. T888) granting
an increase of pension to Adam Lambert; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr, LA FOLLETTE: A bill (H. R. 7889) for the relief of
the Yakima Savings & Loan Association, of North Yakima,
Wash. ; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. LANGLEY : A bill (H. R. 7890) granting a pension to
Frank Arnett; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7891) granting a pension to Fess Whitaker ;
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7892) granting a pension to Willie E. Terry;
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7893) granting a pension to Robert Mec-
Dowell ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7894) granting an increase of pension to
John 8. Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. RR. 7895) granting a pension fo Dillard Pli-
man; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7896) for the relief of the heirs of Lemuel
J. Draper; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7897) for the allowance of certain claims;
to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 7808) for the relief of
the Hilton Building & Loan Association; to the Committee on
Claims. :

Also, a bill (H. R. 7809) for the relief of the Woodside
Building & Loan Association, of Newark, N. J.; to the Com-
niittee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7900) for the relief of the Reliable Build-
ing & Loan Association, of Newark, N. J.; to the Committee
on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7901) for the relief of the Commonwealth
Iuilding & Loan Association, of Newark, N. J.; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7902) for the relief of the Junior Order
Building & Loan Association, of Newark, N. J.; to the Com-
mittee on Claims,

Also, a bill (H.
Building & Loan
mittee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7904) for the relief of the Ironbound
District Building & Loan Association, of Newark, N. J.; to the
Committee on Claims,

By Mr. LESHER: A bill (H. R. T905) granting a pension to
Luther L. Kauffman; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 7906) granting a pen-
sion to John W. Hamilton; to the Committee on Pensions.

Alsgo, a bill (H. IR. 7907) granting an increase of pension to
IEmma Steinmetz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7908) granting an increase of pension to
Minnea Stratemeyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7909) granting an increase of pension to
Homer Moorhead ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7910) granting an increase of pension to
Amasa Johnston ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7911) for the relief of George W. Platt; to
the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. LIEB: A bill (H. R. 7912) granting a pension to
Margaret Callaghan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. IR, 7918) granting an increase of pension to
John . Gorman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7914) granting an inerease of pension to
Alonzo Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

R. 7903) for the relief of the Twelfth Ward
Association, of Newark, N. J.; to the Com-
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7915) granting a-pension to Malvina
White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. -

Also, a bill (H. R. 7916) for the relief of Louis Wasem; to
the Committee on Claims. .

By Mr. McANDREWS: A bill (H. R, 7917) granting a pen-
sion to Taubyna Bourstine; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7918) granting an increase of pension to
Stephen B. Garrigus; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7919) granting a pension to Bridget
O'Leary ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7920) to amend the military record of
Carlos Baker; to the Committee on Military Affairs. .

By Mr. McFADDEN: A bill (H. R. 7921) granting an in-
crease of pension to Miron Fellows; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions, 3 {

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R, 7922) granting an
increase of pension to William E. Cumningham; to the Comn-
mittee on Invalid Pensions, -

Also, a bill (H. R. 7923) granting an increase of pension to
George H. Twitchell ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7924) granting an increase of pension to
William T. Locke; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7925) granting an increase of pension to
Betsey Sleeper: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7926) granting an increase of pension to
Albion K. P. Marston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 7927) granting an increase of pension to
Elias A. Lothrop; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7928) granting a pension to Jennie L.
Sidelinger ; to the Committée on Pensions. ]

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 7929) granting a pension
to Edward F. O'"Toole; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7930) granting a pension to Will D.
Buchanan; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7931) granting a pension to Samuel R.
Smith; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7932) granting an increase of pension to
John 8. Goodyear ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MAHER: A bill (H. R. 7933) granting an increase of
pension to James McCullough; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7934) granting an increase of pension to
John P. Murphy ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 7935) for the relief of the
United Breweries Co., of Chicago, Ill.; to the Committee on
Claims,

By Mr. MEEKER: A bill (H. R. 7936) granting a pension to
Henry Ostman; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. . 7937) for the
relief of S. F. Scattergood & Co., of Philadelphia, Pa.; to the

Committee on Claims. X

Also, a bill (H. R. 7938) granting an increase of pension t
Charles Stocker, jr.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MOORES of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7939) granting a
pension to Andrew R. Lewis; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7940) granting an increase of pension to
William D. Patterson; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7941) granting an increase of pension to
Elizabeth G. Mahan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7942) granting an inecrease of pension to
Joshua M. Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7943) granting a pension to Anna 8.
Duffner ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MOSS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7944) granting an
inerease of pension to Albert Stonehart; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. NEELY: A bill (H. R. 7945) granting a pension to
George F. Randall; to the Committee on Iensions. ]

Also, a bill (H, R. 7946) granting an increase of pension to
Perry L. Brumage; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. NORTH: A bill (H. R. 7947) granting a pension to
Charles Bell ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7948) granting a pension to Daniel M.
Moser ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7949) granting an increase of pension to
John G. Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7950) granting an increase of pension to
W. P. Altman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. :

Also, o bill (H. R. 7951) for the relief of David D. De Mott;
to the Committee on Military Affairs. ;

By Mr. OVERMYER: A bill (H. R. 7952) granting a pen-
sion to Sarah H. Deyo; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7953) granting a pension to Ellen Soule;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7954) granting an increase of pension to
Christopher €. Layman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H., R. 7955) granting an increase of pension to
James Feagles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 7956) granting an increase
of pension to Arabella Irwin; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.,

By Mr. PHELAN: A bill (H. R, T957) granting an increase
of pension to Thomas Tirrell; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. :

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 7958) granting a pension to
Nathaniel Blanton ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. RAINEY : A bill (H. R. 7959) granting a pension to
John E. Seeger; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. RAYBURN: A bill (H. R. 7960) for the relief of
John W. Hardy ; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7961) for the relief of Susan D. Fulton;
to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7962)
placing Henry E. Rhoades, assistant engineer, United States
Navy, on the retired list with advance of one grade; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr, ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 7963) granting an increase of
pension to James A. Lloyd; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7964) granting an increase of pension to
Henry C. Leary ; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7965) granting an increase of pension to
Walter McDaniel ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. RUBEY: A bill (H. R. 7966) granting an increase of
pension to Albert T. Fengler; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. K. 7967) for the relief of George W. Quick;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. RUCKER : A bill (H. R. 7968) granting an increase of
pension to Annie E. MeCombs; to the Commitfee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 7969) granting an In-
crease of pension to Manley R. Yardley; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SHOUSE: A bill (H. R. 7970) granting an honorable
discharge to James Campbell; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7971) granting an honorable discharge to
Andrew Jackson Hendrickson; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 7972) granting a pension to
Orville H. Hammers; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SINNOTT: A bill (H. R. 7T973) for the relief of Joe
Davis; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bhill (H. R, 7974) for the relief of
Edward B. Sappington and \M!Ilnm Vane; to the Committee on
Claims.

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7975) granting an
increase of pension to Jonathan D. Butler; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7976) granting a pension to Mary Lincoln;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R, 7977) granting an increase of
pension to James McKoy ; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 7T978) for the relief of
Squire Simes; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. STEELE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7979) grant-
ing a pension to Louisa Snyder; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. STERLING : A bill (H. R. 7980) granting an increase
of pension to Robert H. Gaines; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. STONE: A bill (H. R. 7981) granting a pension to
Laura Newman, née Mount; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7982) granting a pension to David J. Wood-
ward; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. T983) granting a pension to Odillon C.
Schupp; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7984) granting a pension to Rosa L. Hueb-
ner; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7985) granting an increase of pension to
Charles Saunders ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7986) granting an increase of pension to
Perry Harris, alins James Sampson ; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. f

Also, a bill (H. R. 7987) granting an increase of pension to
Henry Hotchkiss ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7988) granting an increase of pension to
W. W. King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7989) granting an increase of pension to
Charles Montooth ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7T990) granting an increase of pension to
Henry Jansen Oltman, alias Henry Jansen; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions. :

Also, a bill (H. R, 7991) granting an increase of pension to
William W. Ong; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H: R. 7992) granting an increase of pension to
Michael Rafter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H R. 7993) granting an increase of pension to
Andrew . Sewards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7994) granting an increase of pension to
James Sterns; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7995) granting an increase of pension to
Sylvester Tomlinson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SULLOWAY : A bill (H. . 7996) granting an increase
of pension to Edwin Underhill; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. TAVENNER: A bill (H. R. 7997) granting an increase
of pension fo Rollin T. Waller; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. T998) granting an increase of pension ta
Leander Futhey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7999) granting a pension to Ellen Fate
Tuite ; to the Commlttee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H., R. 8000) for the relief of
Maxwell Carpenter; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8001). granting an increase of pension to
Margaret A. G. Macnamara ; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. TRIBBLE: A bill (H. R. 8002) granting a pension to
Isaac B. Almand; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, o bill (H. R. 8003) granting a pension to May Thornton;
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8004) granting a pension to William A.
Abney ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8005) to remove the charge of desertion
from the military record of Henry W. Beusse; to the Committee
on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 8006) for the relief of the heirs of John S.
leliford to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8007) for the relief of the heirs of John M.
King, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. S008) for the relief of the heirs at law of
Rosa M. Wyatt ; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8009) for the relief of the heirs at law of
J. R. Welch; to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 8010) making an appropriation to pay the
legal representatives of the estate of John H. Christy, deceased,
to wit: K. J. Christy, Mary L. Christy, Sallie A. Christy, W. 8.
Christy, T. J. Christy, and Julin H. Bryson, and the estates
of J. R. Christy, W. D. Christy, and H. P, Christy, heirs at law
of John H. Christy, late of the State of Georgia, in full for
any claim for salary and allowance made by reason of the
election of the said John H. Christy to the Thirty-ninth Con-
gress and his services therein; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. WASON: A bill (H. R. 8011) granting an increase of
pension to Charles W, Parks; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions. °
By Mr. THOMAS S. WILLTAMS : A bill (H. R. 8012) for the
relief of Richard Dove; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8013) granting a pension to Malinda
Wesley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WILSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 8014) gmnting
an increase of pension to Mary P. Byram; to the Committee
on Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Memorial of Honolulu Cham-
ber of Commerce, urging the drilling of citizens of the United
States; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also (by request), memorial of Honolulu Chamber of Com-
merce, urging a permanent tariff commission; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. ASHBROOK : Resolutions of Welch Post, No. 422,
Grand Army of the Republic, of Uhrichsville, Ohio, in favor of
the prisoners of war bill; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, evidence to accompany House bill 6937, for relief of
James Park Harris; to the Committee on Pensions,
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Also, petition of 48 merchants of Coshocton, Ohie, in favor of
the so-called Stevens bill; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

Also, evidence to accompany House bill 6122, for relief of
John Favinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, resolutions of the Ohio Millers State Association, in
favor of the Moss grain-grades bill; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

Also, evidence to accompany House bill 6124, for relief of
George W. Medick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, evidence to accompany House bill 4869, for relief of
Lemuel 8. Darr; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, evidence to accompany House bill 6939, for relief of
John W. Stroup; to the Commitiee on Pensions. -

By Mr. BEALES: Petition of Friends, of Philadelphia, Pa.,
against any inerease in the armament of the Unifed States; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. BENNET: Memorial of Pennsylvania Peac» and Ar-
bitration Soclety, favoring conference of American I. ublics;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: Memorial of Nashville (Tenn.)
Commerecial Club, relative to compensation for carrying mail by
railroads; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
meree,

By Mr. COOPER: Petitions of merchants of Oconomowoc,
Hartland, Pewaukee, and Dousman (all in Wisconsin) asking
that legislation be enacted to compel concerns selling goods direct
to consumers entirely by mail to contribute their portion of
funds in the development of the local community, the ecounty,
and the State; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CURRY : Resolutions by the board of directors of the
South San Joaquin irrigation district, of Manteca, Oal., approv-
ing the bill to authorize the National Government to guarantee
the payment of interest upon the bonds of public districts or-
ganized for the reclamation of arid, semiarid, swamp, and over-
flow lands, introduced by Senator Jowes of Washington; to the
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands.

Also, petition by the druggists of Vallejo, Cal., approying the
so-called Ayres bill ; to the Commitfiee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

Also, petition signed by every drug-store proprietor, registered
druggist, and registered assistant druggist of Stockton, Cal,
favoring the Ayres bill; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

Also, resolution by the Chamber of Commerce of San Fran-
cisco, Cal.,, approving the Sacramento flood-control project;
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

3 By Mr. DALE: Memorial of Pennsylvania Arbitration and

Peace Society, relative to neutrality; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs. :

Also, petition of D. M. Frederiksen, of Minneapolis, Minn.,
favoring passage of the Kern-MeGillicuddy bill (H. R. 476) ; to
the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. EAGAN: Petitions of sundry citizens of the United
States, relative to appropriation for fighting citrus eanker; to
the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. ESCH: Evidence in support of House bill 5008,
granting a pension to Cornelius Stellingware ; to the Committee
on Pensions.

Also, petition of Albert J. Krueger and 15 others, of Ableman
and Reedsburg, Wis., urging passage of the Burnett immigra-
tion bill; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, memorial of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of
Sparta, N. Y., favoring national prohibition; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of members of George W. Bell Relief Corps,
No. 3, of Wonewoe, Wis., for increase of pensions paid to wid-
ows of soldiers of the Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. FREEMAN: Memorial of White Cross Council,
Knights of Columbus, of Norwich, Conn., favoring passage of
i‘shee Hamill bill; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil

rvice.

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the American Neutrality and
Peace Convention, for an embargo on munitions of war; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of Portland (Oreg.) Chamber of Commerce,
relative to railroad mail pay; to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Roads.

- By Mr. HAYES: Petition of Merchants’ Association of San
Jose, Cal., urging legislation in behalf of the oil industry; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petitions of business men of California, favoring bill
1t\? tax mail-order houses; to the Committee en Ways and

eans,

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH : Papers to accompany House
bill 5177, for relief of John W. Beckett; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, memorial of American Oil Development Co., of Ma-
rietta, Ohio, against tax on gasoline, ete.; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, paper in support of House bill 5167, to increase pension
of Benjamin W. Havner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, memorial of Welsh Post, No. 422, Grand Army of the
Republie, favoring pensions for prisoners of war; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions. . : '

Also, paper in support of House bill 5142, granting a pension
to Charles F. Coss; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. LAFEAN : Memorial of Pennsylvania Arbitration and
Peace Society, favoring conference of American Republics; to
the Committee on Foreign }

, memorial of National ;Security League, favoring na-
tional defense; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, memorial of Seattle Chamber of Commerce, relative to
pay for carrying mail ; to the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce.

Also, petition of Welsh Post, No. 422, Grand Army of the Re-
publie, relative to pay for Union ex-prisoners of war; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions. i ;

By Mr. LANGLEY : Petition of merchants of Pikeville, Ky.,
in support of House bill proposing to compel concerns sell-

[ing goods direct to consumers entirely by mail to contribute

their portion of funds in the development of the local community,
the county, and the State; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

Also, petition of merchants of Prestonsburg, Ky., in support
of House bill proposing to compel concerns_selling goods direct
to consumers entirely by mail to contribute their portion of
funds in the development of the local ecommunity, the county,
and the State; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of merchants of Paintsville, Ky., in support of
House bill proposing to compel concerns selling goods direct
to consumers entirely by mail to contribute their portion of
funds in the development of the local community, the county,
and the State; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. MAPES: Petition of 156 citizens of the State of
Michigan, including employees of the several railroads in Mich-
igan and others, for a law limiting the length of freight trains
on all railroads in the United States doing an interstate busi-
ness to not to exceed 50 cars in any one train and requiring
that the train crew consist of not less than one conductor, two
brakemen, one flagman, one engineer, and one fireman; also, a
law making 12 hours a full day’s work for all employees in
train service; and that all freight cars be equipped with iron
ladders at each corner of the car, with suitable grab irons on
top of the car; to the Committee on Inferstate and Foreign
Commerce. 2

By Mr. MEEKER: Petition of International Association of
Machinists, Progressive Lodge, No. 41, of St. Louis, Mo., pro-
testing against the present preparedness plan; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Memorial of Pennsylvania
Arbitration and Peace Soeciety, of Philadelphia, Pa., relative to
a conference of American Republics for peace; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs. 3

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of Ashtabula, Ohio,
relative to establishment of an armor plant; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

Also, memorial of National Security League of Philadelphia,
Pa., urging military preparedness; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, memorial of Army nurses of Civil War, Washington,
D. C., urging placing of memorial tablets to Army nurses in
memorial building ; to the Committee on the Library.

Also, memorial of St. Stephen’s English Lutheran Church,
Philadelphia, Pa., against military preparedness; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. NEELY : Papers to accompany bill for the relief of
Perry L. Brumage ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Oliver C.
Stringer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. NOLAN : Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of
San Diego, Cal, indorsing additional appropriations for the
United States Coast and Geodetic Survey to provide adequate
equipment and vessels for Pacific coast survey work; to the
Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. NORTON: Petition of the National Federation of
Implement and Vehicle Dealers, favoring the enactment by
Congress of a law establishing an absolutely nonpartisan tariff
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commission of commercial expéris; to the Committee on Ways
and Means. : !

Also, resolution adopted by the Stark County Medical So-
ciety in meeting assembled at Dickinson, N. Dak., urging that
adequate provision be made in the new organization of the
Army for a sufficient number of medical officers; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

Also, concurrent resolution adopted by the Fourteenth Legis-
lative Assembly of the State of North Dakota, urging Con-
gress to prohibit the shipment of arms and munitions of
war from the United States to any of the nations engaged in
the European war; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, resolution adopted by the Grand Forks (N. Dak.)
District Medical Society in meeting assembled on December 8,
1915, praying that the Secretary of War make adequate pro-
vision in the reorganization of the Army for additional medical
officers; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, resolution adopted by the North Dakota Pharmaceutical
Association in meeting held at Fargo in August, 1915, protest-
ing against the reenactment of certain provisions of the stamp-
tax revenue law; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. OAKEY : Petition of merchants and business men of
New Britain, Conn., favoring bill taxing mail-order houses;
to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. OVERMYER: Petition of American 0il Develop-
ment Co., protesting against tax on gasoline and other petro-
leum products and upon horsepower, ete.; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of manufacturers and bankers of the thirteenth
Ohio congressional district, against certain sections of proposed
revenue act; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, memorial of Ohio Millers’ State Association, favoring
passage of the grain-grades bill (H. R. 4646) ; to the Committee
on Agriculture.

Also, petition of John Held and others of the thirteenth Ohio
congressional distriet, against increase of tax on whisky, ete.;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petitions of executive committee of the Ohio Stogie
Manufacturers Association, protesting against revenue tax on
cigars, ete.; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. PADGETT: Evidence to accompany bill granting
increase of pension to Arabella Irwin; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PRATT: Petition of the men’'s bible class of the
Presbyterian Church, the men’s bible class of the Methodist
Church, the men’s bible class of the Baptist Church, all of
Watking, N. Y., favoring national prohibition; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of W. J. Allen, of Ithaca, N. Y., protesting
against the proposed tax on gasoline and automobiles; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of the Steuben County Woman’s Christian
Temperance Union, favoring national prohibition; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. RAKER: Memorial of the Association of Pacific
Fisheries, urging increase of the general appropriation for
propagation of the Bureau of Fisheries; to the Committee on
Appropriations.

By Mr. ROWE: Petition of Portland (Oreg.) Chamber of
Commerce, relative to pay for ecarrying the mail; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petitions of Chamber of Commerce of Fulton, N, Y., and
Electrical Supply Jobbers’ Association, of Chicago, IlL, favoring
passage of the Stevens bill; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

Also, memorinl of Society of Friends of Pennsylvania, New
Jersey, Delaware, and Maryland, against military preparedness ;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

‘Also, petition of Manhattan Camp, No. 1, Department of New
York, United Spanish War Veterans, and William MecKinley
Camp, No. 62, Department of New York, United Spanish War
Veterans, urging pensions for widows; to the Committee on
Pensions,

By Mr. SCULLY : Memorial of Monthly Meeting of Friends of
Philadelphia, Pa., against military preparedness; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs,

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of Cape May County
seashore resorts, relative to acquiring by the Government of
the United States of inland waterways of New Jersey; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Protest of H. J. Stohrer and 48
other citizens of Kalamazoo, against any increase in revenue
tax on cigars; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, protest of F. C. Emery, of Battle Creek, against in-
creased taxation on tobacco and cigars; to the Committee on
Ways and Leans,

Also, resolution of the Woman’s Temperance Union of Cold-
water, favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Also, protest of Willinms-Davis-Brooks & Hinchman Sons,
Detroit, against the reenactment of the emergency war-revenue
act taxing toilet articles and perfumes; to the Committee on
Ways and Means. :

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Papers to accompany House bill
T414, to pension Carl J. Domrose ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany House bill 7407, to pension Foster
RR. Vineent ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany House bill 7408, to increase the
pension of James Waters; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

Also, papers to accompany House bill 7406, to increase the
pension of Mary Lemon; to the Commititee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany House bill 7413, to increase the
pension of Philip George; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany House bill 7415, to pension Leo
Tucker ; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, papers to accompany House bill 5595, to pension Joseph
L. Hengel ; to the Committee on Pensions. h

Also, papers fto accompany House bill 7412, to increase the
pension of Benjamin N, Trout; to the Comumittee on Invalid
P'ensions.

Also, papers to accompany House hill 7419, granting a patent
to a certain strip of land to Elisha A. Crandall; to the Com-
mittee on the Public Lands.

Also, papers to accompany House bill 7416, for the relief of
Robert J. Shields; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. STEDMAN: Petition of sundry citizens of North
Carolina, protesting against the child-labor bill; to the Com-
mittee on Labor.

By Mr. STINESS: Petitions of sundry citizens of East
Greenwich, Riverpoint, and Aretic, R, I., favoring bill to tax
mail-order houses; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr, SWIFT: Memorial of William H. Hubbell Camp, No.
4, Department of New York, United Spanish War Veterans,
relative to pensions for widows; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. TILSON : Petition of Connecticut Wine, Liquor, and
Beer Dealers’ Association, against national prohibition; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

SENATE.
Trursoay, Januvary 6, 1916.

The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the
following prayer:

Almighty God, in whom dwelleth all fullness of life and power,
we call upon Thee in the midst of the great and perplexing prob-
lems of our national life. We thank Thee that as we come to
Thee we are assured of the essential unity of the moral life of
this great people, and that we know the strength of our national
life lies in the high ideals of the people of this country. Keep
us faithful to Thee, the Author of the divine law. Give us
reverence for life, that we may not only respect the right to live,
but be inspired by the possibilities of a holy life. By Thy grace
may we so discharge the duties imposed upon us that the divine
plan may be wrought out and great blessing come to all the
people. For Christ's sake. Amen.

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The VICE PRESIDENT presented resolutions of the Polish
Citizens' League of Lake County, Ind., expressing appreciation
of and thanks for the resolution of the Senate and the proc-
lamation of the President of the United States appointing a day
on which the people of the United States were asked to con-
tribute to the relief of the suffering Poles in Europe, which were
ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented resolutions adopted at the annual con-
vention of the American Federation of Labor, held at San Fran-
cisco, Cal., favoring the selection of an impartial commission to
investigate the Steamboat-Inspection Service, which were re-
ferred to the Committee on Commerce,

He also presented a petition of the National Drug Trade Con-
ference, held at Detltoit, Mich., praying that no amendments to
the so-called Harrison antinarcotic drug law be adopted pending
a judicial construection of the present law, which was referred
to the Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine,
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